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Petitions and memorials were presented by— | 
Messrs. HALL and SMITH, of Maine; | 
Messrs. REED, OSGOOD, LINCOLN, and_| 

EVERETT, of Massachusetts; 
Mr. YOUNG, of Connecticut; 
Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 
Messrs. WtlI TE, CAMBRELENG, PIER- 

SON, TURRILL, HARD, and MARTINDALE, 

of New York; 

Mr. SHINN, of New Jersey; 
Messrs. HIESTER, McKENNAN, BIN- 


NEY, GALBRAITH, and DENNY, of Penn- | 


sylvania; 
[Mr. Denny presented a memorial from a large 


. i} 
number of delegates, representing five counties || 


and many towns of Pennsylvania extending along | 
the Monongahela river, from the head of the Ohio | 
to the Virginia State line, asking for an appropri- 
ation for. the improvement of the Monongahela | 
river from Pittsburg to the National road at 
Brownsville, according to the plan suggested by | 
Mr. Howard. 
rial and accompanying documents tothe Commit- 
tee on Roads and Canals. 
Mr. Stewart suggested to his colleague the 
propriety of giving the subject a different direction. | 
This subject, at the last session, had been referred, 
on bis motion, to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, and that commiitee had authorized him to 





report a bill making an appropriation for the im- || 
provement of the Monongahela river from Pitts- || 


burg to Brownsviile, on the very plan recom- | 
mended by the memorialists. He hoped this bill | 


would be reached and passed before the close of |. 


the session. ‘He therefore suggested the reference 
of the subject to the Committee of the Whole | 
House, to whjch this bill had been referred. 


Mr. Denny acquiesced, and the memorial was 


referred accordingly. 

Mr. MILLIGAN, of Delaware; 

Messrs. HEATH and McKIM, of Maryland; 

Messrs. CHINN, MERCER, LOYALL, and | 
WISE, of Virginia; 

Mr. W. B. SHEPPERD, of North Carolina; | 

Mr. PICKENS, of South Carolina; 

Mr. SCHLEY, of Georgia; 

Messrs. POPE, TOMPKINS, BEATTY, and 
JOHNSON, of Kentuclry; 

Messrs. STANDIFER, DUNLAP, BUNCH, 
and LEA, of T'ennessee; 
— THOMSON and MITCHELL, of 

id; 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana; 

Messrs. CARR and HANNEGAN, of Indiana; 











naman 


Mr. D. moved to refer the memo- |! 


and also asking the condemnation of a section of 
the public land on each side of the contemplated 
road, fur the use thereof—which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; to which a bill, heretofore reported for the 


| same purpose, had been committed. 


Mr. Cray also presented a memorial from the 
same Legislature, asking the extension of the law 
granting preémption rights to settlers on the pub- 
lic lands, to the inhabitants of fractional town- 
ships, who are now denied the benefits of that 


law—which was referred to the Committee on the || 
| Public Lands. ] 


Mr. ASHLEY, of Missouri; 
Mr. LYON, of Michigan; and 


petitions and memorials were appropriately refer- | 
red. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the ex- | 
pediency of establishing a post road from Brown’s | 
Miils, Mifflin county, Pennsylvania, by the way | 
of Steudis’s Mills and Perrysville, to the Valley | 
post office, in said county. 


On motion of Mr. STEWART, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the expe- | 
diency of granting commutation and land to the 
heirs of George Calmes, an officer of the Virginia | 
Continental line in the revolutionary war. 


On motion of Mr McKIM, 





into the expediency of paying Hugh McDonald | 
for a horse lost in the service of the United States 


| 
| 
i 
1] 
| 


|| 
Mr. WHITE, of Florida. | 
The SPEAKER also presented several memo- || 


|| rials and petitions from various States, &c.; which 


ee 
seamen, and also to accompany his report with an 
expression of his own views aud opinions upen 
both these subjecis. 

Oa motion of Mr. PINCKNEY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to ascertain and report to what ex- 
tent cotton canvas has hitherto been introduced 
into use in the American navy; and to inquire 
into the expediency of providing by law for its 
general employment on board of ail veesels of 
the United States, and also of substituting cotton 
cloth for the general clothing of the seamen at- 
tached to the Navy, in the place of the linen man- 
ufacture now in use, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to this House, as soon as prac- 
ticable, a map or chart representing the present 
state of the breakwater and the adjoining shoals 
in the river Delaware, with the report of the en- 
gineers thereon, or any other information which 
may be in the possession of the department, tend- 
ing to show the policy or impolicy of making 
further appropriations for the present for the im- 


| provement of the said break water. 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension to 
William C. Beard, late a captain in the Army of 
the United States; whichwas read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee on the 


| Judiciary, reported a bill to extend the provisions 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims inquire || 


of certain laws for the relief of insolvent debtors; 
which was read twice, and its further considera- 


| tion postponed for one week. 


| during the late war with Great Britain. | 


| 


| 
| 


| 
} 


} 
} 
| 
} 


| 


} 


| grove, Rosscommon, and Boyd’s Store, to Strick- || 


{Mr. Carr presented the petition of Gilbert |) 
Brown, of the parish of Natchitoches, in che State || 


of Louisiana; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. Hanneean presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Ciinton county, in the State of Indiana, 
praying the establishment of a post route from 

irk’s, on the Michigan road, by Frankfort and 
Delphi, to Monticello, in said State ] 

Mr. PLUMMER, of Mississippi; 

Mr. CASEY, of Illinois; 

(Mr. Casey presented sundry resolutions of 
the Legislature of the S:ate of Illinois, in relation 
to a grant of land to assist in constructing a road 
from a point on the Wabash river, opposite Vin- 
cennes, to Chicagoy which, on his motion, was 
referred to the same Committee of the Whole 
House to which bill No. 514 on that subject has 
been referred. The resolutions were ordered to 
be printed.] - 

Messrs. CLAY, MARDIS, MURPHY, and 
LEWIS, of Alabama; 

{Mr. Cray, of Alabama, presented a memorial 
from the Legislature of Alabama, asking the relin- 
quishment of the two per cent. of the net proceeds 
of sales of public lands in that State, reserved for 
the purpose of making a road or roads, leading to 
said State, in order that it may be applied to the 
construction of a railroad, to connect the waters | 


of Mobile bay with those of the Tennessee river— |! the propriety of providing cotton clothing for the |, 


12 


| be directed to make to this House a statement of || « 


| 


| United States for expenses and intercourse with || ¢ and sub-agents, and other persons connected with 
the Barbary Powers during the last ten years, | 


| therein noting as far as can be ascertained, the 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
} 


| and the purposes to which the same have been 


On motion of Mr. CARMICHAEL, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be | 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- | 
lishing a port of entry at Port Deposit, in the State | 
of Maryland. 


On motion of Mr. POTTS, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the | 
expediency of establishing a mail route from | 
Coatesville, by way of Doe Run, Chatham, West- 





ersville, all in the county of Chester, and Siate of | 
Pennsylvania. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury | 


| 
| 
Mr. McKAY offered the following resolutions; 
| which, under the rule, lie one day: 


all moneys disbursed from the Treasury of the |) 


sums received by the respective agents or consuls, | 


applied in each of said years. 


_ wherein any consul or agent residing on the | 
arbary coast, has paid for any purpose or on any 


| pretence, not authorized by law, to any one of | 


| said Powers, or to the officers or subjects thereof, a 


Mr. TOMPKINS, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, reported a bill to establish a 
pension agency south of Green river, in Kentucky; 
which was read twice, and ordered to be engrossed. 

Unfavorable reports were made by Messrs. MIL- 
LER, MARSHALL, TOMPKINS, BANKS, 
and FULTON, from their respective standing 
committees. 

Mr. WARDWELL (instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims) moved that the 
bill to authorize the Secretary of War to appoint 
agents to examine pensioners, in order to prevent 
frauds, and for other purposes, be made the spe- 
cial order of the day for to-morrow week. 


INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 
The following resolution, heretofore offered by 


| Mr. McCARTY, was taken up: 


** Resolved, That the President ofthe United States 
be requested to transmit to this House copies of 
‘all letters and correspondence of cll Indian agents 


* the Indian department, now in the Executive or 
© War Department, or in the office of the Commis- 


| * sioner of the General Land Office, connected with 
| © or relative to the survey, location, sale, and trans- 


| greater sum than three thousand dollars in any one || 
| year, with intent to charge the United States with | 


whether it is done by the special approbation or 
| writing of the President, first obtained for that 
| purpose, 
On motion of Mr. PINCKNEY, 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and 
| he is hereby, requested to transmit to this House 


| copies of all such naval reports and other docu- | 


| ments in his possession as relate to the employ- 


| ment of cotton canvas in the American navy, and || 


$ || * fer of all Indian reserves of lands since the year 
Resolved, That all cases during the past ten || « 1825, up to this time; and also, all the orders and 


* communications from the Executive of the United 
‘ States, through the War Department, or General 
* Land Office, or otherwise, in reference to said sur- 
* veys, locations, sales, and transfers of Indian re- 
‘ serves; together with maps and plats of said sur- 


: | * veys, and of the tracts approved and confirmed b 
the same, that the Secretary inform this House |) 7 PP y 


* the President under said transfers and sales, and 
‘ what remains unappropriated, that have been re- 
* ported and submitted for his approval, together 
* with the evitlence of title.”’ 

To which Mr. PLUMMER had moved an 


| amendment to restrict the call for information to 


‘*that not already communicated to the Senate 
under resolutions of that body, adopted at the last 
session.” 

And which having been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Aflairs— 
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Mr. LOVE, from that committee, reported the 
game, with an amendment, as follows: 


Strike out after the word correspondence, in the 
fourth line, the words, ‘of all Indian agents, sub- 
‘agents, and other persons connected with the 
‘Indian department;”’ and insert after the words 
General Land Office, in the eighth line, the words 
** of all Indian agents, sub-agents, and other persons;"’ 
and insert after the words ‘‘ reserves of lands,’’ in 
the tenth line, the words “ east of the Mississippi 
river.”’ 

Mr. McCARTY said: Mr. Speaker, when [ 
cloned my remarks upon this subject, more than 
a week ago, upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. Love] to refer this subject to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, I had no intention 
of again troubling the House with any further 
remarks of mine. ‘Nor, sir, important as | con- 
sider the subject to the country, should I have 
done so, but for the reported remarks of one of 
my colleagues [Mr. Lane] of the debate which 
took place on that day,and the subsequent debate 
upon this subject. 

Mr. Speaker, when I introduced the resolution 
under consideration, I carefully and studiously 
avoided locating charges of fraud in any district, 
or any particular section of the Pete or upon 
any individual officer; nor, in no remark made by 
me on this floor, during the time I occupied the 
attention of the House upon this subject, have I 
adverted or made any allusion whatever to any 
specific place, or upon any individual, of the frauds 
contemplated to be laid open by this resolution. 
lt is not my practice, sir, to stand here and charge 
individuals elsewhere with any act dishonorable 
to themselves or to the country, where they would 
be unable to defend themselves. The object of 
the resolution was, as expressed on its face, simply 
for the purpose of bringing forward—believing as 
Ido that frauds exist--such evidence as would 
lead to an investigation into the conduct of public 
agents which may be thought prejudicial to the 
public interest, for the purpose of enabling the 
Executive and the proper departments to correct 
those fraudulent practices and of exposing the 
perpetrators. But, notwithstanding my repeated 
disclaimers against anything like locating charges 
in any section of the country, my colleague [Mr. 
Lane] has been kind enough, in his reported 
remarks inthe Globe, to falsely impute the charge 
upon myself and an bonorable colleague, [Mr. 
Ewine,] of having located the frauds referred to 
within the State of Indiana. 

Sir, itis needless tor me to reiterate this dis- 
claimer here, for every gentleman upon this floor 
who participated in that discussion must well 
remember it; but it is due to myself that I should 
expose this misrepresentation, which was intended 
to operate more elsewhere than here. The gentle- 
man, [Mr. Lane,] after having made his first 
remarks, in which he goes on to state that he 
objected to the resolution, because | had not been 
sufficiently specific, and for that reason he could 
not vote for it, so fully was he satisfied that I had 
located charges nowhere, that he called upon me 


-to put my finger - the agent who had acted 


fraudulently. And this was also all the ground 
of objection taken by the gentleman who opposed 
the resolution; these were the remarks, I believe, 
of my colleague, in his first speech upon the sub- 
ject. In his second remarks he changes his ground, 
and instead of opposing the adoption of the reso- 
lution as before, he says, in substance, ** that he 
‘ feels it incumbent upon him to redeem the people 
* of the State of Indiana from the charges imputed 
‘tothem by my colleague and myself,’’ ** as they 
‘had, if fraud had been committed, located it 
* there.’’ 

His corrected remarks read thus: ‘‘ And that, 
‘inasmuch as the resolution originated with the 
‘gentleman from his own State, and inasmuch as 
‘two of his honorable colleagues [Messrs. Ewing 
‘and McCarry] had expressed a belief that frauds 
‘had been perpetrated in the transfer of Indian 
* reservations, it might be supposed that some of 
* those frauds had taken place in Indiana.”” Here 
the gentleman has travelled out of his way, and 
out of the subject under consideration, to seek an 
excuse to pass a eulogy upon the citizens of Indi- 
ane, entirely gratuitous and uncalled for by the 
occasion, in reply to charges that not only were 


| 


| 
| 
| 


| go—which is not true? 





j 


|| erence to his feelings upon this subject. 








| found among them? 
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never made, but upon which nothing had been | ‘Mr. Lane said, he regretted he could not, in 


| said. The geotieman has endeavored to show | 
that he had corrected this error, by the publica- 
tion of aletterintheGlobe. Butmark! He pro- | 
| fesses to have written it on Saturday, but instead | 
| of appearing in Monday’s paper, it did notappear | 
} } 
House that he took the earliest occasion to correct | 
| the error, but that his letter did not reach the office | 
| until late on Sunday night, and after the form of 
| the paper had been made up. 
| Now, sir, the resolution came from myself, and, 
in my remarks on its introduction, I distinctly | 
stated that | was personally acquainted with the | 
agent in Indiana, and disavowed any intention of 
imputing wrong to that individual, whom I believe 
to be incapable of perpetrating a fraud. Why, 





then, was the State of Indiana, and the agents |! 
there, named by my colleague? Why, he says, || 


‘*inasmuch as the resolution originated with a 
gentleman from his own State.” Sir, no such 

inference can be drawn, either from any remarks 

[ made, or from the resolution itself. The res- | 
| olution was introduced by me for the purpose of | 
getting at the subject generally. It was known to 
the gentleman that for two years I have been con- | 
| nected with the Committee on Indian Affairs; and 
that my investigation on this subject was general. 
How, then, could he come to the conclusion he 
states, in the total absence of anything said or 
done on my part to warrant such an inference. 
He could not. 

But even admitting that I had been disposed to 
locate these frauds in the State of Indiana, would 
it have been considered disreputable to a whole 
| people, because a few dishonest persons may be 
Would that have offered a 
sufficient ground for a gentleman to misrepresent 
his colleagues, for the purpose of passing a hypo- 
critical eulogy, uncalled for and out of place, and 
entirely gratuitous on his part?) No one thinks 
higher of my fellow-citizens of Indiana than I do; 
but would any gentleman believe me if I were to 
assert it as my opinion, that there was not a man 
among them capable of committing fraud? Was 
it an imputation upon the honest portion of any 
community, to charge some one or two of them 
with the perpetration of fraud—had I even done 
Even the records of the 

gentieman’s own county, which had as honest 
men as an in the world, would show that things 
had been done there not altogether consistent with 
honesty and fair-dealing. But where was there a 
county in this Union, whose records would not 
show that dishonest and corrupt men had lived 
there, and yet, is this an imputation upon the 
inhabitants of the county, does it argue against 
the integrity and purity of the community gen- 
erally? Certainly not. My motive, Mr. Speaker, 








interest of the country. Sir, were I disposed, [ 
| might instance a circumstance in my own State, 
| not of fraud, sir, but of deep interest to those 
| concerned, as well as the State, which of itself, I 
think, is of sufficient interest and importance to 


till Tuesday, although the gentleman assured the || 


tt 


‘ justice to himself, accept the kind aid of his good 
‘ feeling colleague, (Mr. McCarry,] in the motion 
‘he had made to reconsider the vote of yesterday 
* rejecting the resolution he had the honor of pre- 
| ‘senting to the House foradoption. That it was 

‘his intention to present it anew to the Ho 
‘ locating its commencement.’’ 

Now, he could have no such motive, for its 
| commencement had been designated by the reso- 
| lution itself, 
| Mr. Speaker, the resolution was offered by the 
gentleman himself, referring, as I thought, to a 
subject already before one of the standing com. 
| mittees of the House, and it was for that reason 
| alone I made the suggestion I did upon that occa- 
| sion. As soon, however,as I discovered the mis- 
take, I myself moved its reconsideration; and the 
gentleman, although it was his own resolution, 
, his own proposition, objected to its reconsidera- 


, tion under the pretence that he would ** present it 


use, 


j 
} 
| 


|, anew to the Eouse, locating its commencement.” 


I have quoted this for the purpose of connecting 

these subjects, and to show that the opposition to 
| the reconsideration of the gentleman’s own resolu- 
tion, and his published remarks on that subject, 
were intended for political effect at home, and not 
for the information of the House, because they 
were made out of this House, and written by the 
_ gentleman himself. 
Mr. Speaker, | have upon all occasions care- 
fully avoided any collision with any gentleman 
| upon this fleor. It is both unpleasant and dis- 
agreeable, and it is especially so with a colleague. 
But when I see my remarks and my motives mis- 
| represented, and those misrepresentations sent 
_ abroad throughout the country to produce an effect 
against me at home, I could not, in justice to 
myself and those I represent, permit them to pass 
unnoticed. Sir, there are a species of animals in 
our forests, with whom, notwithstanding their 
weakness and abject meanness of spirit, the lion 
himself would shun a controversy. ‘There are, 
Mr. Speaker, men who owe their impunity from 
rebuke and chastisement to their resemblance 
to these quadrupeds. I hope the House will 
pardon me for thus trespassing upon its patience 
by introducing matters not altogether relevant to 
| the subject under consideration. 
I know, sir, the gentleman may suppose that 
| the length of time that has elapsed since his re- 

marks have gone forth, would have enabled them 
to produce the desired effect; but this being the 
| first occasion that has offered to make the correc- 
tion, | have thought it due to myself to embrace 
it. I haveno objection that gentlemen should take 
any course they think proper to write out their 
own speeches when it is not done at the expense 
| of truth and to the detriment of others. 
| The gentleman the other day, in reply to my 


colleague, [Mr. Ewina,] after he had been told in 
| emphatic terms that his published remarks were 
not true, that he had written them himself, and 
that the reporter, therefore, was not chargeable 
with the misrepresentation, boastingly tells the 


warrant the call contemplated by this resolution. || House that whoever contradicts his assertion does 


It is this: a good many reserves were made by the 
treaty of 1826, in Indiana, to the minor Indian 
children of a particular school. Those children 
| have mostly gone from the country, and it is be- 
lieved their lands, or many of them, have been 


| was a general one, in reference to the general 
| 
| 


itat his peril. Why, sir, this reminds me of a 
very troublesome fellow in my neighborhood who 
had offended a very good citizen, and refusing to 
make the necessary redress, the gentleman took 
| upon himself the responsibility of redressing his 


transferred; if so, the titles may be Sremenet net | own wrong by applying a uery Sangoma appli- 


innocent purchasers may suffer; an 
these facts should be known. 

I will again, sir, recur to the speech of my col- 
league, [Mr. Lane,] subsequently made, in ref- 
He says 
| ** he would ever be ready to codperate with them 
| * This colleagues] in anything and everything they 
| *may undertake, calculated to promote the inter- 

‘ ests of their constituents, the interest and pros- 
|‘ perity of our State, and the interest and prosper- 
‘ity of the Union.”’ 

Now, sir, these sentiments are certainly worthy 
of a representative and a better heart; but take 
them in connexion with the following, from 
| another speech, made by the gentleman upon 
/another occasion. | refer to it, sir, to show the 
| insidious design of the gentleman upon that occa- 

sion; and that the interest of the State and his 
| district is not so much his object as to fish for a 
pretext to fix blame and censure upon others. 


itis important 


cation tothe young man’s shoulders. After giving 
him about thirty, he Jet him pass. The fellow 
immediately applied to the clerk for a writ, who 
asked him why he did not fight back. ‘* Why,” 
said the fellow, *‘1 had determined if he had 
struck another lick, I would have given him hell!” 
Mr. Speaker, when I introduced the subject 
here, I did it in the character of a representative 
| of the people. 1 consulted no personal feeling, 
nor am I responsible to any but my constituents 
| out of this House; but, notwithstanding this, I 
| shall never shrink from any responsibility that 
may grow out of anything that I may say here. 

| Nor, sir, have I introduced it for the purpose of 
ferreting out and making charges against the Ad- 
| ministration. No, sir, 1 am an older soldier in the 
_ supportof the Administration than that gentleman, 
/and have defended it from the earliest period, 
/and expect to do so as long as I have the honor 
| of a seat here, when I think its measures are cor- 
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rect. But I claim the right of differing in opinion 
upon all subjects, when my duty to my constit- | 
vents shall demand it. 

There is no intention of bringing any charge 
upon the Executive by this resolution. On the con- | 
trary, its object is to enable the Executive to do 
justice to the country. I have brought it forward, 
sir, after due deliberation and reflection; and I 
trust it will be adopted, so that the country may 
see where frauds have been perpetrated, and who 
have been guilty of them, and that those who have 
been unjustly charged may have it in their power 
to exculpate themselves. I again repeat, sir, that 
so far trom locating the frauds in Indiana, or 
intending to locate them there, I located them 
nowhere; I made no charge against the agent in 
Indiana—whom I believe to be as honest and 
honorable a man as lives—nor against any other 
individual whatsoever. I have reason to believe | 
that fraud has been perpetrated somewhere, and I | 
wish it known. 

In conclusion, sir, let me assure my honorable 
colleague that { will never suffer misrepresenta- 
tions of myself to pass here unheeded, nor, so 
long as I shall be honored with a seat on this | 
floor, permit them to go without exposing them 
to public view. I have thus, Mr. Speaker, said 
all { intended on this subject, and beg to express 
my acknowledgments to the House for the indul- 
gence afforded me. My main object was to cor- 
rect this error, and to do justice to myself by 

lacing the whole matter fairly before the public. 

Mr. EWING then rose, but 


Mr. WATMOUGH< called for the order of the || 


day; which motion was not sustained—ayes 55, 
noes not counted. 

Mr. EWING, of Indiana, said he did not rise 
to protract the debate upon this resolution, and 
he should not now add one word after the remarks 
of his respected colleague, [Mr. McCarry,] who 
had just taken his seat, were it not that the cor- 
rection of false and injurious matter made by the 
member on his right [Mr. Lane] was little less 
offensive than his original publication. In his 
effort to avert the force of the correction, I felt 
myself called upon to reply; he seemed to take 
offence at the language ad used, when it is 
known to the House that I used no language but 
what his injurious misrepresentation justly mer- | 
ited. Iam in the habit of calling things by their | 
right names, and so are the upright people I rep- 
resent. I call a spade a spade, when I allude to 
that implement; and in repelling the charge that I 
had implicated the people of Indiana in any par- 
ticipation of fraud, or that the resolution was cal- 
culated to do so, or that it justified or required 
his bald eulogium, I used only such terms as were 
necessary to expose the falsehood. 

The member [Mr. Lane] commenced his re- 
marks by stating that he would not ‘* bandy epi- 
thets,’? but that he would state the truth, and 
that contradiction would be at ‘‘ peril.”” Now, I 
bandy no ‘ epithets;”’ I establish the fact that he | 
did not state the truth; and of his ‘‘ perils,” I am 
here and elsewhere utterly regardless. Indeed, | 
in this case, the ‘* peril’’ is fudge; what does not 
appear, does not exist. But if his ‘ perils’’ are | 
the garbled and untrue reports sent through the 
medium of tae Globe, to injure faithful Representa- 
tives at home, I confess I cannot express such 
indifference. Why, sir, the report of my late 
remarks in that partisan print were so garbled 
and shaped as to give covert point to his misrep- 
resentations. I acknowledge, sir, there is art | 
manifested in this course; the same sort of art 
which he displayed in his uncailed for allusion to 
the people of Indiana. The people require ser- | 
vices, not flattery; and in his case it was dealt out 
upon the unfounded assumption that the resolu- 
tion of my colleague [Mr. McCarry] had cast a | 
stigma on them, when, in fact, the people of 
Massachusetts, and every other State, were as 
much implicated as they were; for the resolution 
is — calculated to bring necessary information 
to all. 

But I suppose the ‘* peril” threatened by the 
member (Mr. Lane] had reference to the new 








| 
} 





version of his remarks, and not to those that he | 


reported for the Globe, which were the original 
cause of complaint. Now, how does the matter 
stand, the threatened peril notwithstanding? ! ' 





THE 


|| posure of the impositions. 


|| protection from the walls, dome, or drapery. 
is not these, but my constituents, that I regard; || 


charged him with having written for the Globe a 
| bald eulogy founded ona false and injurious state- 
ment, calculated to do great injustice to myself 


|| and my colleague on my right, [Mr. Carry,] and 


| to deceive our constituents. I further charged him 


|| with making such a correction of it as might still 


| gain for him unmerited credit for defending them 


|| from the false and injurious statenient which ori- 


| ginated in his own imagination, and appeared in 


| the Globe. The House has witnessed his pretext, 


|| inuendoes, and subterfuge, in reply to these ex- | 


| posures, and heard his declaration that what he 
| then said was “* true, and not false, and that the 
| contradictor would himself assert a falsehood.” 


|| This, too, accompanied by an intimation that I 


| had sought protection under the dome and within 
the walls and drapery of this House, for the ex- 


| not deny that he had written the false statement 
| for the Globe; but he may have wished to convey 


| the idea that I could be intimidated from stating | 


| facts. Now,I would have that member to under- 
| stand that such an idea is as unfounded as the 


|| falsehoods I have already exposed. I claim no | 


It 


and I have not, nor shall I ever, make any remarks 
| here which I shall shrink from reiterating else- 
where. 


responsible, and he may pursue what course he 
chooses. 

As the able exposition of my respected colleague 
{Mr. McCarry] has placed the matter at issue in 


| the degrading perversions of my former remarks, 
}and the declaration of what the member [Mr. 





perversions. He labored to make the erroneous 
| impression that I took offence at his unnecessary 


| eulogy on my constituents, instead of the false | 


| ground on which he based it. He knew I had 


| taken offence only at his attempt to show that his | 


| pretended defence of them was required by my 
course; and he knew, and this House knew, he 


was attempting to do the very thing he disclaimed. | 


| Thank God, sir, I and that member are known to 
| the people of Indiana; and if he does not know 


hereafter seek some place more suitable. 
, he said, he would indulge in no defamation, wh 
did he not frankly and effectually correct his error 
| in proper time, and why did he labor to avert the 
force of my correction? I wish only that the con- 
| stituents of each shall know the facts of this case, 
| as the House knows them; and that each of us 
| may be judged by the tendency of our acts. The 
, resolution I hope will be adopted. 
| Mr. LANE said his colleagues [Messrs. Mc- 
| Canty and Ewine] were upon a cold trail; that 
| he deemed it a duty to the House and himself to 
| say he had not in the House on a former occasion, 
| said his colleagues had located the frauds in Indi- 
| ana—that as soon as he saw the report of his re- 


|| marks in the Globe, he had detected the error, 


| and sent a note to the office correcting it. That 
| his remarks had, at the request of the reporter, 
| been written out by himself, as is usual in the 
| House. That in setting the type the compositor 
| omitted the following words: * which would seem 
to locate them;’’ had this line not been omitted 
| all this difficulty would have been avoided, but as 
| it is the assault on the part of my colleagues was 
| uncalled for, and unprovoked on my part, inas- 
| much as the correction was made before the as- 
| sault. 
| Mr. L. said it was extremely unpleasant, re- 
| pugnant to all his feelings, to be called upon to 
| make even a good natured reply to such language 
| as had been thrown upon the House. It has been 
| said with wisdom, there is a time for all things. 
_A poor thing said in, is better than a good one 
| out of place. The one is the manifestation of a 
weak mind—the other of a depraved taste. 

Sir, we are in the house of mourning. Some for 
| the loss of a personal and esteemed friend—all 
| for the loss of a valuable member. That tongue, 

lately so eloquent, is silent. Those eyes so bright, 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


He [Mr. Lane] did | 


The intimation was given as adisclaimer || 
| on his part, that he would seek no such protection. | 
|| He must now know that I hold myself personally | 


| its true light I would say no more, were it not for || 


Lane] ‘* would never do,” which accompanied his | 


| me better than his course indicates, I can inform | 
him that I have long known him. This, sir, is | 
| no place to play the braggart, and I hope he will | 
If, as | 
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| are closed in death. ‘Those limbs so active, and 


| face so comely, in the tomb. I could not have 
| found it in my heart to have said ought to have 
| disturbed the repose of the mourner—the solemn 
| feast of feeling—the Sabbath of the mind. Nor 
| would I have forgotten the late tragical aiempt in 
| this Capitol, which, had it been acted out as did 
| Othello his part, this Capitol, this nation, would 
have been shaken as by some mighty earthquake 
from its center to its circumference. 

Thus situated, had I never so much cause for 
revenge—my bow and my arrow in my hand, my 


|| eye on the victim, the very thought of these recent 


events to have flitted across my mind, a look at 
this badge of mourning on my arm, as a mani- 
festation of regard for departed worth, and my 
bow and my arrow should have fallen; with my 
eyes on Heaven I would have made one effort to 
rise, in all the pride and glory of man, superiorto 
| the brutal passion. 

| ‘To the people of Indiana, sir, it would be a sub- 
| ject of curiosity how this difficulty should have 
‘arisen between myself and colleagues [McCarty 
and Ewrne] in the consideretion of a resolution 
in the ee of which weagree. They will sce 
at once it has not grown out of anything seen or 
|| heard in this debate; that the cause lies deeper, 
|| not in the virtue, but in the depravity of the human 
heart. 

Man, sir, may dissemble for a while, may de- 
ceive, but, sooner or later, like the pent up heated 
|| waters, the least enviable qualities will burst forth. 
The politician who abandons his first love, his 
|| principles, and betrays his trust, looks with envy 
|| upon the faithful. Sir, there isa manner, a lan- 
guage, a courtesy, a delicacy, and sweetness of 
expression, in the heat of even angry debate, that 
| characterizes the gentleman and the scholar—a 
language, a look that distinguishes him from the 
vulgar ruffian. To look at sucha man isto know 
hima gentleman, elevated in mind, pure inthought 
sensitive in feeling, alive to his honor, always 
respecting the feelings and regarding the honor ox 
others. Pursue the other through all the walks 
| and shades of life, to his own or his neighbor’s 
|| fireside, to the gay circle, or to a more elevated 
station, and he is still no gentleman, but a ruffian, 
without feeling or honor, regardless of both in 
others. To see such a man is to know his ruling 
passions, his weapons of warfare—envy, revenge, 
detraction, calumny. 

Sir, itis to be presumed neither of my honor- 
able colleagues (Messrs. McCarry and Ewine] 


7 





y || will claim this picture or desire the garment, not 


|| being intended for them. If, however, contrary 
; to my wishes and intentions, a claim should be 
‘| asserted, | assure the House and my honorable 
|| colleagues [Messre. McCarty and Ewina] that 
| nothing shall be charged for the cutting or the 
| making. 

‘| Mr. Speaker, I was elected by a highly respect- 
|| able district as their immediate representative, to 
|| act in harmonious concert with my honorable col- 
| leagues in promoting the best interest of the people 
| of Indiana, to maintain their interests, their honor, 
|| the Union, the dignity of this House, and not to 
| tarnish the one or neglect the other by entering 
| into a private quarrel with them. 

Sir, there is a pointinthe scale of human degra- 
| dation, to notice or look at no honorable man will 
‘descend. There is a language and men not, 
i surely, in this House to notice either, is disgrace— 
|| to disregard, a virtue. 
|| Mr. Speaker, I feel myself called upon to say 
|| one word in relation to myself. During the last, 
| and so far of the present session, I have been at 
‘| my post; not a day oran hour absent. I have 
\| voted on all occasions; have been the watchful 
'and, to the extent of my humble abilities, the 
|| faithful sentinel over the rights and the honor of 
| the district and State I represent. Unlike my 
|| honorable colleague at my right, [Mr. McCanrry,] 
| the Clerk of this House has not dashed his pen 
‘| across my name as absent in the taking the yeas 
| and the nays eighty and two times, and unlike my 
! colleague on the left, [Mr. Ewine,] forty and seven 
|; umes. 

Sir, my sin seems to consist chiefly in the fact, 
| that | took occasion to say of the people of In- 
| diana, that they were as pure, honest, and high- 
, minded as the citizens of any other State. In these 
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general terms of commendation, the constituents 
of my colleagues [Messrs. McCarty and Ewine] 


were included. ‘They claim this special privilege 
themselves. ‘That when they want praise, or their 
interests require a defender, that their constituents 
look to them. 

On the eighty-two occasions when my colleague 
{Mr. McCarty] was absent, a part of which me 
he was in Baltimore and Philadelphia, and of my 
other colleague [Mr. Ewine] on forty-seven occa- 
sions, what would have been the conditica of their 
constituents, had their honor or their interests re- 
quired an advocate? 


Sir, I shall never shrink from stepping forward 


as the advocate of any and every portion of In- 
diana, when, in my judgment, the irinterests or 
their honor shall require it at my hands. 

This, sir, is a most useless and unpleasant dis- 
cussion—a wanton waste of the time of the House, 
and the money of the people, and all this occa- 


sioned by my colleagues, by this wanton and un- , 


called for assault. Llow much better, how much 
more honorable, if my colleagues had vied with 
me, in serving our common constituents, to force 
through this House, by all proper means, the 
various local and general bills in which they feel 
80 much interest; to which the people of the State 
look with so much anxiety. 

In this laudable strife I will most cheerfully 
engage. I have no other object or motive. All 
my aspirations are for the public good—the inter- 
est and honor of my constituenta. 

I ask pardon of the House for having detained 
them so long, assuring the [louse and my col- 
leagues, that on no future occasion I shall consider 
ita duty to notice them, other than in manly and 
honorable debate, in promoting the interest of my 
constituents and the people of the State. 

Mr. McCARTY. Thiscontroversy, Mr. Speak- 
er, ia unpleasant, but it is not of my seeking. It 
has been forced upon me, and alihough uninter- 
esting to this House, | must be permitted to say 
one word in reply to the gentleman’s [Mr. Lane’s] 
remarks, in reference to the non-appearance of my 
name upon the list of yeas and nays, upon several 
occasions, I had been repeatedly informed, during 
the last and present session of Congress, by sev- 
eral honorable members of this Llouse, as well as 
several of its officers, that the genuleman [Mr. 
Lane] was in the babit of examining the Clerk’s 
books, and taking extracts from them, to show 
the absence of his colleagues, when their names 
were called: and I have, Mr. Speaker, known, 
that he had written on to my district, and pub- 
lished this fact, accompanied with other remarks, 
regardless of truth, disreputable and unbecoming 
the station he fills. 

dut I could not believe it possible that the gen- 
tleman would have had the face, hard and un- 
blushing as I know it is, to have got up in this 
House, before the assembled representatives of 
the nation, and voluntarily given testimony to his 
own depravity. LIlas there ever before been an 
instance of a member of Congress, no matter by 
what accident he may have got here, who has had 
so little regard for himself as to have descended 
to so low and disgraceful a practice? What! a 
member of Congress, representing a highminded, 
intelligent, and patriotic people, in the constant 
habit of taking, if not filching, from the Clerk’s 
papers, means by which to charge and slander his 
colleagues at home! Not only so, but that he 
should openly acknowledge and avow it here, in 
aspeech to go forth to thecountry. When I shall 
have so far lost sight of all principles of propriety, 
courtesy, and honorable deportment towards my 
colleagues and this House, with assumptions of 
saint-like sanctity, with the pretensions of regard 
which the gentleman in his speech the other day 
professed for his colleagues, and at the same time 
make such disclosures of my own conduct, as the 
gentleman has of himself upon this occasion, | 
should feel myself no longer worthy the trust 
confided to me. 

I have known fora long time the gentleman had 
indulged in this habit, but for the honor of the 
State, and the feelings of those he represents, I 
forbore to spenk of it. I preferred to risk the 
injury he intended to inflict upon me, by this course 
of conduct, rather than it should be generally 
known that one who could or would descend to 
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such a practice, held a seat in this Hall. But it | to extraordinary services in this House, and hig 
| can be concealed no longer; he has himself made 


this disclosure. 
Sir, | will pursue this subject no farther. It is 
painful to speak of it. 1 will leave the gentleman 
to enjoy ail the honor and glory he may have fan- 
cied himself to have acquired by publishing his 
own infamy;‘and I will not, sir, descend to notice 
anything he may say. One word in reference to 
myself, upon the subject of my absence from my | 


seat On some Occasions, upon the call of the yeas 


and nays. You know, Mr. Speaker, that mem- 
bers are necessarily and unavoidably many times 


' absent from their seats, in the discharge of their 
, Various duties in the committee rooms, and at the 
| public offices, in addition to their absence some- 


| times from sickness. 


for discussion here—that it is a subject between 
me and my constituents, and to whose judgment 
and decision I will most cheerfully submit ii; and 
with no fearful apprehensions of the result, when 
I return among them and submit the Journals of 


this House, that they may know how often I 


have been absent from my seat, during the four 
ears they have honored me with their confidence. 
pet not examined them, nor willl. My con- 
stituents have not yet complained of any negiect 
of attention to their interest; and when they do, 
permit me to tell the gentleman he is the last man 
on the floor of this House whom they would call | 
upon, either for aid or information. Sir, many of 
my constituents know that man; yes, sir, they 
know him, and, thank Heaven, many who do not | 
know him personally, know his character, and | 
what estimate to put upon it. 
Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, ‘* How use doth | 
breed a habit in a man.’”? The member [Mr. 
Lane] has strongly exemplified the truth of this 
remark—contradicting, yet persisting in the truth 
of all he has said. After disclaiming, on a former 


| oceasion, any wish to detract from his colleagues’ | 


_ this floor when he should be capable of doing so, 


standing, avowing himself unworthy of a seat on 


| the House now sees that he still resorts to false 


have distinclly exposed. 


and injurious charges, direct and implied, to ac- 
complish the purpose of his original falsehood 
which my colleague [Mr. McCarry] and myself 
His disposition and 
habits are thus clearly menifested in his course, 
and | disdain to animadvert further. If thecharge | 
that | have been absent during the last and present | 
sessions forty times, when the yeas and nays were | 
called, was intended to impress the people of Indi- | 
ana that I have neglected the business of the State, 

or my immediate constituents, my reply is, that | 
the charge is false. I may, for aught I know, 

have been absent as often as he has stated when 

the yeasand nays were called upon collateral ques- 

tions; but if he intended to intimate that I have 

been in Baltimore or Philadelphia while the House 

was in session—[{ Here Mr. Lane said he had not | 
asserted any such thing.} Mr. Ewine resumed: | 
Then let that pass. The member [Mr. Lane] | 
omitted to mention the number of times himself 
and his other colleagues had been absent. For 

myself, I have so much office business to transact, 

that the number of missing votes are fewer than I | 
had apprehended. But with one exception—last | 
session, in reiation to the Bank of the United | 
States, not conceived to be properly before the | 
House—I have never avoided a vote, nor lost one | 
by neglect. | 


The melancholy circumstances alluded to by the | 


| member, [Mr. Lane,] as a pretext for much he | 


has said, t will not notice; but his implied censure | 
of my course I can only regard with contempt. 


On this, as on all other occasions, I have done | 
j ’ ’ | 


|, whatduty to myselfand constituents required; and, 
holding myself always ready to reciprocate kind- | 


ness, | am equally prepared to resent imposition, 
insult, and injury. 


I will only add that the charge | 


any othercorrection than flatdenial. I canneither 
envy nor imitate that member, in his principles, 
pretensions, disposition, or character. He has 
said that it is **a wantoi waste of time’’ to correct 
all his misrepresentations. I now join in that 


opinion, and abstain from adverting to many, || 


which, I trust, the people at home are sufficiently 
advised to appreciate as they deserve. Of this 


I know this is not a matter || 


remark upon politicians who ‘* abandoned their 
first love.”’ All such impositions can be detecied 
| without notice here, and | think it unnecessary to 
say more. 

Mr. PLUMMER said he was very anxious for 
the passage of this resolution; but he had ascer- 
tained, and was authorized to state that, if tha: 
part relating to the production of a map was re- 

tained, the call could not be answered during the 
_ present session of Congress. He wished to sul). 
/mit_a motion to strike out that part relating to 


|| maps. 


| The CHAIR stated the question was on the 

/ amendmentsubmitted by the Committee on Indian 

| Affairs, and asked the gentleman from Mibssigs- 

sippi [Mr. Piummer] if he wished to offer an 

amendment to that? 

| Being answered in the negative, 

| Mr. CLOW NEY asked for the yeas and nays 
on the adoption of the amendment from the Com- 

| mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was not sustained by one-fiith, the 
| requisite number of votes. 

Mr. CLAY then submitted an amendment, con- 

stituting a select committee on the subject. He 

_remarked, that neither himself nor constituents 
_could have any personal interest in the matter, 
but he believed the proposition he had just sub- 
| mitted indicated the most suitable course for the 
| House to pursue. 

Mr. LOVE opposed this amendment; and on 
| the question ofits adoption demanded the yeas and 
| nays. They were ordered. 

And after some conversation between Messrs. 

BOON, LOVE, and ASHLEY, they were taken, 

_and the amendment was rejected: Yeas 22, nays 
172. 

Mr. PLUMMER then moved tostrike out that 
| part of the resolution relating to maps. 
| Mr. GRENNELL opposed the motion. He 


| thought it would tend to defeat the principal object 


of the resolution, as the maps and surveys were 
deemed to constitute the most important informa- 
| tion sought for. It was not the separate plats 
| that were desired, as seemed to be the impression 
| of some gentlemen, but a single and general map; 
/and he could not think the expense or trouble 
_would be so great as to prevent the call being 
answered at the present session. However that 
might be, he deemed the map of sufficient impor- 
tance to justify the delay. When it was known 
| that this investigation was ordered and progres- 
sing, that fact alone would have a tendency to 
deter further frauds, if any now existed. 
| Mr. PLUMMER, after expressing his readiness 
|to be governed by the opinions of gentlemen 
around him, in facilitating business, withdrew his 
/ motion to amend, 
| The question was then taken on the passage of 
the resolution, as reported from the Committee on 
| Mmdian Affairs; and it was adopted without a di- 
| vision. 
| On motion of Mr. MANN, of New York, 
| The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, February 3, 1835. 
A message was received from the President of 


'| the United States, by the hands of A. J. Donen- 


| son, Esq., his Private Secretary, giving informa- 
tion that he had approved and signed the bill 
| making an appropriation to repair the military 
| barracks at New Orleans. 

| The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
| ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
| ment, transmitting a statement of the revenue 
| which accrued from the duties upon merchandize, 
| for the year 1833. 


. = ge | Also,a communication from the Navy Depart- 
of envying the member is too ridiculous to require | 


| ment, transmitting a statement of the appropria- 

‘tions made for the naval service for the year 1834. 

| Also, a communication from the War Depart- 

_ ment, transmitting abstracts of the general returns 
of the militia of the United States 


} 


MEMORIAL PRESENTED. 


_ Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of a 
‘convention of delegates assembled at Brownsville, 


‘‘ number I pass over his preposterous pretension | Pennsylvania, praying an appropriation to im- 











prove the Monongahela river, from Brownsville to 
Pittsburgh; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which sundry petitions on the subject 
were referred, reported a bill fixing the number 
and pay of the custom-house officers of the Uni- 
ted States; which was read twice, and made the | 
special order for Monday next. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on | 
Public Lands, to which was referred the bill sup- 
plementary to the act granting preémption rights | 
to settlers on the public lands, reported the same 
without amendment; and gave notice that when | 
the bill should be called up, he would move for | 
its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill for the relief of the heirs of | 
James Latham, deceased. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same commit- 
tee, to which was recommitted the bill for the 
relief of Duncan L. Clinch, reported the same | 
with an amendment, which was concurred in, and | 
the bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, made an unfavorable report upon the 
petition of citizens of Michilimackinaé, praying a | 
grant of a township of: land to aid in the instruc- | 
tion of Indian youths at that place; and the com- | 
mittee were discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the subject. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on | 
Roads and Canals, reported a bill to provide for 


/and swords to the officers who were under his 


the transportation of the mail and other property | 


of the United States, on the eastern section of the | 
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal; which was read the | 
first time and ordered to a second reading. 
Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, made an unfavorable report upon the 
petition of Timothy M. Ranneau. 
Mr. ROBBINS, pursuant to notice, and on leave 
given, introduced a joint resolution authorizing an 
equestrian bronze statue of Washington to be exe- 
cuted; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Library Committee. 
The resolution submitted by Mr. CLAY, de- | 
claring that the resolutions from Alabama, in- 
structing their Senators to use their exertions to | 
have the resolution of censure, adopted by the 
Senate at the last session, expunged from the 
Journals, ought not to be received, was taken up | 
for consideration. 
Mr. CLAY said, that when he submitted the 
resolution, he stated that he did not intend any 
action on it, until some movement should be made | 
relative to those resolutions. ‘Till then, he moved | 
to lay it on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. | 


The resolution submitted by Mr. WAGGA- 
MAN, for an inquiry, by a select committee, into 
the expediency of establishing a branch of the 
United States Mint at New Orleans, was taken 
up, considered, and agreed to. 


|| point in it. 


command at Fort Sandusky, were taken up, and 
concurred in. 
HOUSE BILLS. 

The following bills from the HLlouse were taken 
up, read twice, and committed: 

The bill making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of Government for the year 
1835; 

The bill for the relief of Thomas Buford; 

The bill amending the act for constructing a 
bridge ever the Potomac at Washington city, and 
repealing all other acts relating thereto; and 

A joint resolution authorizing a gold medal to 
be struck in honor of the battle of the Cowpens. 


REGISTER OF DEBATES. 


The joint resolution authorizing the purchase of 
Gales & Seaton’s Register of Debates, to sup- 


Whole. 


Mr. HILL desired that a day might be assigned | 


for considering this subject, which he thought 
required some investigation; and suggested Tues- 
day next. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved to lay it on the 
table, for the purpose of allowing further time to 
obtain certain information which the Senate had 
required the Serretary of the Senate to obtain; 
which was ogreed to. 


MODE OF ELECTING SENATE PRINTER. 
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| would move to refer it to the Judiciary Committ 
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ee 
instead of the one he indicated, who could very 
speedily act upon it, 

Mr. BENTON said the whole object of sending 
it to a committee was to perfect its details. He 


| had no objection to its going to a committee, or 


| public printing executed. 


(| ing had been done. 


preference for any particular one if it would re- 
turn again. But he was not willing to let it go to 
the tomb of the Capulets, never to return. As to 
having a printer in the recess, it was an abuse 
which had grown up of late years. Before the 
passage of the resolution of 1818-19, the Clerk 
of the House, and the Secretary of the Senate, 
were directed to make provision for having the 
When that resolution 
passed, it changed the mode by which the print- 
It was passed on the 3d 
March, 18:9, just at the breaking up of Congress, 


ly the new Senators at th ee | ee ere ann eee 
ply e new senators a e present session, Was || 


taken up for consideration as in Committee of the | 


the printer was to give bond for the prompt and 
faithful execution of the work. Prompt was the 
word first used, and if he failed in having it exe- 


cuted promptly, the Clerk and Secretary were to 


| go on and have it executed as they had formerly 
' done, and if any loss accrued thereby, it was to 


be at his expense. The vacation printer then, 


/ was an abuse which had grown up since that 


|| period. 


And no sooner was he thus created than 


| he went to work immediately, eo instanti, to rum- 
'mage the old documents and files, to find out 
'| every possible kind of printing which could be 
‘| done—obtain authority for doing it, and let it lie 


The joint resolution repealing a joint resolution || 


prescribing the mode of electing the printer of the 
Senate, came up on a second reading. 


Mr. BENTON anid he did not think it neces-_ 


sary that this resolution should go to a committee. 
A commitment was only necessary to examine 
details or investigate principles. Such was the 
case with the force act two years ago, which was 
not committed, because there was but a single 
Neither were the rules of the Senate 
imperative on this subject, and there was nothing 
in this proposition which required the supervision 
of a committee, for the point was a single one 

But his objection to sending it to a committee was 
more substantial. It was because, two years ago, 


|, a similar proposition introduced ang submitted to 


a committee, which the committee did not find 
leisure to act on until the time had gone by which 


| it was designed to apply to—until after the elec- 


| tion of the public printer had taken place, which 


| ment for the same reason. 


Mr. PRESTON, pursuant to notice, and on |. 


leave given, introduced a joint resolution author- | 
izing the purchase of certain paintings, now in tkis | 
city, to be placed in the President’s House. | 

r. P. remarked, that the paintings which it | 
was in contemplation to purchase, might be ar- 
rayed gracefully in the President’s House, and in | 
places, too, where they were needed. Hethought 
the expenditure was within the powers delegated | 
by the Constitution, and as vast expenditures had | 
already been made for ornaments of that building, | 
he thought this one quite as appropriate—one | 


} 


| 


which would last for ages, and would be honor- || 


able to the nation. 
cause he could not be suspected of being actuated 
by any personal feeling. He had not been in that 
ouse for twenty years, and thought it probable 
he might not be in it for twenty years to come; 
but he thought the paintings wail 
ate and tasteful to the house, and therefore he had 
offered the proposition to purchase them. 
The resolution was read the first time, and or- 
dered to a second reading. 
_ The amendments made by the House to the 
Joint resolution authorizing a gold medal to be 
struck and presented to Lieut. Colonel Croghan, 


d be appropri- || 


He moved in this matter, be- | 


the resolution was intended to prevent. Then it 
came back without the crossing of a ¢, or the dot- 
ting of an i. He now objected to the commit- 
: He would not move to 
refer the resolution, but he asked the action of 
the Senate on it at once. 

Mr. MANGUM thought it ought to be referred, 
and we could have a report in a day or two. 


The proposition was an important one—going to | 


change the usages of this House, which were of 
fifteen years’ standing. He moved to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on the Expenditures 
of the Senate. 

Mr. BENTON said, he resumed his seat for the 
purpose of giving an opportunity to any member 
to make a motion to refer, if necessary. He was 
not a member of the committee indicated by the 
gentleman who had just sat down. He would 
barely state, that it wae the inherent right of 
every public body to provide itself with its own 
officers; and since the resolution of 1818-’19 had 
been in force and operation, he looked on the pub- 
lic printer as an officer of the House, and a very 
responsible one. Under the Constitution of the 


its own officers. ‘ 
existing resolution a dead letter, which might well 
be disregarded by both Houses. But he did not 


wish to proceed in this way. As the act was | 
upon the statute-book, he proposed to remove it | 


in the ordinary way. 


Mr. POINDEXTER said, if we adopted the | 


' resolution, we would be nine months without 


a public printer; and the simple question was, | 


whether we should leave no printer in existence, 
or choose one in advance. The latter he thought 
best. 


Mr. MANGUM said, as there seemed to be an | 


important principle involved in the proposition, he 


over for the vacation. And so successful had the 
printera been in this work, that members some- 


| times were the innocent cause of procuring print- 
'ing to be done to the amount of thousands of 


dollars, which was not worth as many cents. One 


| job, within his recollection, which it was said 
| would cost $1,500, had since cost $46,000, which 


was not worth one straw; and which not one mem- 
ber would read after it was finished. Another 
document was in his eye on the table, containing 
690 pages, with a great proportion of it table work, 
for which he believed three prices was paid. This 
work was ordered to be done on the 9.h Decem- 
ber, 1834, and it had just been laid on our tables. 
Mr. B. said let any gentleman look over it, and 
see what was contained in it, that was not printed 


| before, and then say what use he could make of it. 
| In a short time we should have another portion of 


it coming in by instalments. 
And thus while we were receiviig instalment 
after instalment, and octavo volume after octavo 


| volume, not one document in it would be read, 


and if it should be read, it would be of no manner 
of use afterwards. It was a mere farce, and an 


| abuse which resulted by having an officer in vaca- 


| tion. 


The Senate were engaged in looking for 


| abuses in the administration of the Government, 
| and none were so great as those which existed in 


| this body. 


Within seven years the Senate had 
put on its seven league boots, and had taken 
strides of twenty-one miles ata time. It became 


'us to look at our own conduct, and arrest the 


extravagant abuses which this business of print- 
ing had engendered. It had degenerated into 
making fat jobs for the printer, and presents to 
ourselves; and while another matter was in his 
recollection, he would take the opportunity to 
offer a compliment to the honorable gentleman 
from Georgia, which he well merited, for having 


| arrested at the last session, when it was about to 


— almost sub silentio, a project which would 
ave taken thousands more from the Treasury. 
He would inquire of that honorable gentleman 
whether he had made a calculation of the probable 


| expense of that projected job, and how much it 
United States, it belongs to each House to'choose | 7 Pro) = 


In this view he considered the | 


was? 


Mr. KING replied, that he could not answer 
the inquiry accurately, but from the best inform- 


ation he had obtained, it would have been about 
980,000. 
Mr. BENTON observed, after that, he would 


no more. 

Mr. LEIGH. What was the proposition? 

Mr. KING. It was for reprinting the old Jour- 
nals, &c., of Congress. 

The resolution was then referred to the Judi- 
ciary Committee. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. 
The bill making an appropriation of five millions, 
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to satisfy claims for spoliations mace on Amer- ! Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Poin- 
ican commerce by France prior to 1800, came up | 


on tts third reading and final passage. 


Mr. HILL said it was generally understood, he | 
believed, in the Senate, and he hoped it would be | 


also by the American people, that the last section, 


added to the bill at the suggestion of the honora- | 
ble gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Sueriey,] would | 
not, and could not bar the further prosecution of 
these claims. Before he concluded, Mr. H. asked 


for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill; 
which were ordered, and are as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Buchanan, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Kent, 
Knight, McKean, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, 


hee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson, 
W ebster—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Cal- 
houn, Cuthbert, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, 
King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, 


Mangum, Morris, Robinson, Tallmadge, ‘i'yler, 


White, Wright—20. 

So the bill passed. 

PRIVATE BILLS PASSED. 

The bill for the relief of David McCord; a bill 
for the relief of Christopher T. Bailey; and a bill 
supplementary to an act allowing the people of 
Louisiana to settle the back lands, were severally 
read a third time and passed. 


ALLOWANCE OF INTEREST. 


The bill for allowing interest on certain claims 
to the heirs of Lucy Bond and others, being under | 


consideration, 

Mr. WRIGHT said he was constrained to op- 
pose its passage. He believed ita violation of the 
rules and principles established by the Senate, 
during the last session of Congress. It was then 
decided that Government ought not to pay such 


demands, unless it was in the wrong, unlessit has | 


failed to satisfy claims which had been fully estab- 
lished. This subject was before the Senate at its 
last session. As the bill came from the House, 
by some means several names had been stricken 


from it, and its passage at this time would go to | 


establish that a subsequent Congress may right- 
fully decide on the propriety of the acts of a pre- 
ceding Congress, in relation to claims rejected by 
them. If for once this were established, what 
would be the condition of Congress, liable to be 
eee harassed by every claimant? Mr. W. 

ere alluded to the bill just passed, (the spoliation 
bill,) which had been before Congress since 1802. 
Are we to adopt (said Mr. W.) the principle that 
every preceding Congress was in the wrong, and 
weinthe right? Le was not willing to allow that 
any claim was due until it had been successfully 
prosecuted and allowed by Congress. 

Mr. SMITH explained the manner in which the 
names had been left out through a mistake made 


in the committee; and also why interest had not || 


been allowed before. 


Mr. LEIGH was glad (he said) the Senator 


from New York (Mr. Wricut] had brought the || 


consideration of this subject before the Senate. 
He had no need of informing that gentleman, that 
he fully agreed with him in the main; but he 
merely rose to inform him of the rules that had 
been adopted on this subject. 
a report to the Senate made on another subject. 

r. WRIGHT wished to inquire of the Seaa- 
tor from Connecticut, [Mr. Smiru,] whether the 


names stricken from the bill at the last session, || 


was done by order of the Senate or by mistake? 

Mr. SMITH was not positive on that point. 

Mr. W. resumed: He believed this claim had 
been placed on its true grounds—that we are act- 
ing on a subject which had already been rejected 
by one branch of the Government. Mr. W.con- 
cluded by asking the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. 

After some further debate between Messrs. 
WRIGHT, LEIGH, SHEPLEY, HILL, and 
PRENTISS, during which Mr. HILL read a 
letter showing the manner in which claims of this 
kind were hunted up by speculators and 
to Congress, the question was put, an 
by yeas and nays as follows: 


decided 


TH 


er, || elected. 
Porter, Preatias, Preston, Robbins, Shepley, Sils- || 


Soloman Case; which was read twice and com- 
'| mitted. 


Here Mr. L. read | 


"an appropriation for the repair of the fortifications | 
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dexter, Porter, Robbins,Shepley, Smith, Southard, 
Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, White—23. 

NA YS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Grundy, Hill, 
King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, Mor- 


|| ris, Naudain, Prentiss, Robinson, Tallmadge, | 


Tipton, and Wright—14. 
So the bill passed. 
Mr. POINDEXTER asked to be excused from 

serving longer as a member of the Committee on 


the Library; which was granted. 


The Senate then proceeded by ballot to fill the 
vacancy occasioned by the resignation of Mr. 
POINDEXTER, and Mr. PRESTON was 


A bill for the relief of James Middleton Tuttle 
was taken up and read the first time and ordered 
to a second reading. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, the bill for the 
relief of Silas D. Fisher was considered and | 
ordered to be read a third time. 


Mr. HENDRICKS gave notice that he will on | 


| to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill to allow | 
| the inhabitants of Florida to open a canal from | 


the Apalachicola to 
And the Senate adjourned. 





Tvurspay, February 3, 1835. 


After the reading of the Journal, 
_ Mr. GRENNELL moved a call of the House, 
in consequence of the thin attendance of members; | 


| 

| 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
| 

| 


which was agreed to. || 
The roll was then called in part, when Mr. | 


CLAYTON moved to suspend further proceed- 
ings under the call; which was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the | 
| Public Lands, reported a bill amendatory of the | 


act of 2d March, 1823, in relation to preémptions 


to settlers on the public lands; which was read | 


twice and postponed to Friday week. 
Mr. CLAYTON, from the same committee, | 


reported a bill for the relief of Thomas M. Ber- || 


nard; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. CHAMBERS, from the Committee on | 
Private Land Claims, reported, without amend- 
ment, the bill from the Senate for the relief of M. | 
de Carrera; which was committed. 
Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Naval 


Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported, without amendment, the bill 
from the Senate for the relief of Elizabeth Mc- 
Gruder, of Mississippi; which was committed. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on || 
| Commerce, reported a bill to allow drawbacks of || 
duties on merchandize exported from the United || 


States, via Missouri, to the provinces of New | 
Mexico; which was read twice and committed. | 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension to 
} 
} 


! 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported a bill making 


on Castle Island, in Boston harbor; which was | 
read twice and committed. 
Mr. BOCKEE, from the Committee on Agri- | 


| culture, made a report in relation to the culture | 
and manufacture of silk in the United States; | 


which was committed. 


Mr. SCHENCK, from the Committee on In- | 
valid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of | 


_Jacob Stewart; which was read twice and com- 
| mitted. 


Mr. SCHENCK, from the same committee, | 
ewe a bill for the relief of Elijah Blodgett; 
which was read twice and canine 


| 
| 


Unfavorable reports upon various petkions 
|| were made by Messrs. CHANEY, B 
resented | GER, MILLER,ANTHONY,CARR,ADAMS, 


RRIN- 


| 
| 


of New York, LOYALL, LEA, of Tennessee, | 
T.H. HALL, and INGE; which were laid on the 


YEAS—Messrs. Bibb, Clay, Cuthbert, Ewing, || table. 


Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Hendricks Kent, | 


My. CARR, from the Committee on Private | 
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| Land Claims, made unfavorable reports upon the 


|, and Woodson Wren; whic 
| on the table. 


| 
| 
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petitions of Joseph W. Hegeman, John K. Goff, 


were ordered to lie 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported the following resolution; which 
was ordered to lie on the table for one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to cause an estimate to be made of the 
probable expense of constructing a levee on the 
public lands on the western bank of the Missis- 


| sippi, and the southern bank of Red river, in the 


State of Louisiana; and also an estimate of the 


| expense of constructing or removing obstructions 
| from the rivers of Arkansas and Missouri, through 


the public lands, whereon they may be necessary, 
together with the probable advantages or disad- 


| vantages of such works respectively; the probable 


effects upon the health and prosperity of the coun- 
try in which any such works may be constructed, 
and the probable quantity, quality, and value of 
land belonging to the United States, which will be 
reclaimed by the construction of any such levees, 
and make report thereof to the next Congress. 

Mr. ASHLEY, by leave, offered the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required 
to furnish this House with annual and detailed 
statements of the expenses which have occurred 
on the transportation and disbursement of money 
appropriated for the payment of Indian annuities 
for the years 1833 and 1834, showing the amount 
paid, and such claims, if any, as have been sub- 
mitted for payment, and rejected by the Depart- 
ment, 

Mr. PARKS offered the following resolution; 
which, under the rule, lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to communicate to this House the report 
of Major Hartman Bache of the reconnoissance 
for a road through the northern frontier of the 
State of Maine, made by him in pursuance of 
instructions from the War Department. 

On motion of Mr. LYON, of Michigan, 

Resolved, That the information called for by a 
resolution of this House of the 14th ultimo, re- 


| questing the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish 
copies of the decisions of the Commissioners on 
Private Land Claims at Mackinaw, Green Bay, 
/and Prairie du Chien, in the Territory of Michi- 


gan, be prepared in season to be submitted at the 


| ' commencement of the next session of Congress. 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Samuel || 
W. Ruff; which was read twice and committed. || 


On motion of Mr. DUNLAP, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 


| expediency of establishing a post route from Biuif 
| Creek 


ost office, in Fayette county, Tennessee, 
to Landgpring post office, in said county. 

On motion of Mr. MAY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
| Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 


|| ency of causing a survey of the lilinois river to be 


_made, from its junction with the Mississippi to 
| the town of Ottawa. 

On motion of Mr. GILMER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims inquire whether a certificate, issued by 
'John Pierce, Paymaster General of the United 
| States, to the State of Georgia, in the year 1785, 
| for the sum of $23,283 70, for commutation and 
| other pay, advanced by that State to her officers 
| on the continental establishment, has been paid, 
/orin any manner settled by the United States; 
| and if not, that said committee inquire into the 

propriety of providing for the payment of the 
_ same to the State of Georgia. 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
_and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
_ expediency of extending the post route from the 
town of Opelousas to the settlements on the Cal- 
| casien river, to the Sabine river, in the State of 
| Louisiana. 





| __ Mr. FERRIS, by consent, offered the following 


resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to honest into the expediency 
| of repealing the duty on foreign coal. 





| Mr. FERRIS said that, in offering this resolu- 
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tion, he requested the indulgence of the House, 
while he endeavored to explain the reasons which 
induced him to solicit this inquiry, and to obviate 
some of the objections that he anticipated would 
be made to it. 

During the short period | have had the honor 
of a seaton this floor, I have observed that all reso- 
lutions of this nature have been met with one gen- 
eral objection, deemed by many an insuperavle 
one, which is, that any alteration of the tariff of 
duties on imports, is considered as an interference 
with the act of March 2, 1833, commonly called 
the Compromise Bill; and that this bill is regarded 
by many as a compact which it would be a viola- 
tion of good faith to alter, amend, modify, or re- 

eal. 

I respect as highly as any one the motives in 
which this bill originated, and duly appreciate the 
great objects and blessings it was intended to 
accomplish and secure; and while I would not, | 
on the ground of expediency, disturb its leading 
principles, or agitate questions that have shaken 
the country to its foundations, I will not shrink 
from the responsibility of seeking relief from any | 
particular oppression, occasioned by the present 
tariff of duties, or refuse my assent to alter or 
modify such tariff, as thre good of the country at 
large, the welfare of its several parts, its relative 
position with foreign nations, or its agricultural, 
manufacturing, and commercial policy may from 
time to time seem to require. 

It cannot be true that this compromise bill, or 
those it proposes to modify, are not subject to the 
same amendment and repeal as any other bills, or 
that the Legislature who made this compromise 
bill had any authority to bind or restrain subse- 
quent legislatures who might deem proper to act 
ia relation to it, or that it would be even a viola- 
tion of good faith to do so; for who, I would ask, 
could pledge the representatives of the people not 
to relieve their constituents from the operation of 
laws proved by reason and experience to be unjust 
or prejudicial. In the absence of constitutional 
objections, questions of this kind must be determ- 
ined with reference to their expediency and the 
righis and interests of the nation, and of all its 
parts. 

Should our relative position with a foreign na- 
tion be changed from a pacific toa belligerent state, 
all will admit that it would be our duty to modify 
our tariff of duties so as to meet the new circum- 
stances and relations in which we would be placed, 
and that our necessities might induce us to en- | 
courage the importation of articles which, under | 
other circumstances, it would be our policy to ex- 
clude. 

All will readily admit that if a foreign nation | 
should change her commercial policy towards the | 
United Siates, and alter her system of duties so 
as materially to affect our navigation and interests, | 
or should violate the provisions of a treaty by | 
which the commercial intercouse between the two 
countries had been regulated, that it might become 
necessary for us to counteract these measures by 














THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


19 


= = === —=— 
when the North was arrayed against the South, | for the want of it, they would 


approve of the 


and conflicting interests aroused the passions of || remission of this duty, which makes the poer 


men in bitter hostility? 


When our country, torn |) 


with dissension and threatened with civil war, || 


filled the patriot with the most gloomy apprehen- 
tions for the future, while the enemies of our 
political system rejoiced in the prospect of its dis- | 
solution? If the representatives of the people shall 
be convinced that any portion of the community 
suffers unequal burdens, and consequent oppres- 
sion, I feel every confidence that their sense of | 
justice will apply the remedy. | 
The resolution before you proposes this inquiry; 
aad upon examination it will be found that the 


is one of the most odious, oppressive, and unequal 


taxes ever imposed by a free Government on a | 


free people, under similar circumstances. The 
tax on light in England, the result of her necessi- 
ties, arising from protracted wars, does not reach 
the laboring classes. Our tax on heat, equivalent 
to one hundred per cent. on the first cost of the 
material that produces it, extends to the poorest 
of the very poor; and is extorted in time of peace, 
and in the midst of abundance, without necessity 
to excuse, or reason to justify it. 

By the act of the 10th of August, 1790, a duty 
of three cents per bushel was laid on foreign coal. 

By the act of April, 1816, this duty was in- 
creased to five cents per heaped bushel. 


By the act of May, 1824, it was further in- 


creased to six cents per heaped bushel. The act 
of July, 1832, left it in this situation, although 
subject to the general operation of the compromise 
bill. Coal is not among the articles enumerated 
in the fifth section of that bill, to be admitted to 
entry free of duty after the 30:h of June, 1842. 
By a statement furnished me from the Treasury 
Department, it appears that the aggregate amount 
of coal imported into the United States during the 
year ending the 30th of September, 1834, was 
1,626,135 bushels, on which the duties amounted 
to the sum of $94,425 94, after deducting one- 
tenth of the excess of twenty per cent. authorized 
by the act of March 2, 1833. The duties on the 
coal itnported into the city of New York alone, 
the same year, amounted to the sum of $45,119 27. 
The income derived from this duty is paid into 
the Treasury of the General Government, and 


| applied to the use of the whole American people. 


The wealthy landholder, whose forest supplies 
him with fuel, is as much benefited by this tax, 
as the poor tenant of a garret or cellar in thecity, 
who feels happy if he can gather his hungry and 
shivering family over a few coals, whilst the win- 
ter storm is howling around his comfortless dwell- 
ing. But although the benefit of the tax extends 
to the whole conimunity, it is paid by a part only, 


and that part but a small fraction when compared 


to the population of the United States. ‘The whole 
of this tax, except so far as it may influence the 


man’s home still more wretched. : 
Those who are relieved from it, will certainly 
notcomplain. And? appeal to the better feelings of 
our nature, whether the inhabitants of the interior, 
who obtain fuel from their forests or the extensive 
coal-beds with which some regions abound, and 


|| particularly whether the inhabitants of the South 


| and West in the enjoyment of mild climates and 


fruitful soils, would wish to extort this revenue 
from the inhabitants of the cities, and add to the 


| difficulties of those who have to encounter long 


; the | winters at places where fuel from obvious causes 
duty on foreign coal, a primary necessary of life, || 


isofa high price, and where it is sold to the poor 


| by the penny worth. 


In order to show the operation of this tax in 


| the city of New York, with which I am most 


familiar, and where it is most severely felt, it will 


| be necessary to make mention of some facts with 
| which many may not be acquainted. By a state- 


‘| ment from the Treasury Department it appears 


that the aggregate amount of foreign coal imporied 
into the United States during the year 1833, was 
2,256,143 bushels, on which the duties amounted 
to $135,368 58. That there was imported into the 
city of New York alone, during the same year, 
1,237,532 bushels, on which the duties amounted 


| to the sum of $74,251] 92, being more than one- 


| price of manufactures, is paid by the Atlantic | 


a corresponding action on our part, in relation to |, 


And if from experience the duty on any article | 
of import shall be found to be extremely partial 
and oppressive to a particular section of the coun- 
try, by reason of its circumscribed operation—to | 
produce but little revenue, but that little collected | 
from a few for the benefit of the many, odious | 
from its increasing the price of the necessaries of 


| 

| 
our tariff duties. } 

| 

| 


the most needy class of our citizens, is it not 
equally evident that prudence, justice, and policy, | 
would call for its remission, either immediately | 
rospectively, as circumstances may render ex- | 
lent? 
Did not the compromise bill itself originate from 
causes of this kind? and was it not intended to 
relieve the country from the operation of taxes, 
alleged to bear unequally and oppressively on 


or 
pe 


particular parts, and if from accident, inadvertence, | 


neglect, or the want of knowledge of the operation 


|| the mere cost of the labor of procuring it. 
life, and from its very nature, bearing hard upon } 


of a particular duty, relief was not administered | 
by this compromise bill, shall there be no remedy? || 


| ury, of upwards of twelve millions of people. 


about one-half; and upon examination it will be 
found that the consumers of foreign coal amount 
to less than two hundred thousand persons who 


pay this tax, which goes into the common Treas- | 
Is |) 


|| cities and the inhabitants of their vicinity, of | 
| which the city of New York and its vicinage pay 


half the entire importation of foreign coal for that 
year, and this coal was consumed in that city and 
in its immediate vicinity, and soid at an average 
price of twenty-five cents per bushel. By areport 
of the city inspector made in pursuance of the 
order of the Common Council of the city of New 
York, it appears that the expense of the fuel con- 
sumed in that city, during the same year, exclusive 
of foreign coal, amounted to $1,088,658 92, add to 
this amount the estimated value of the foreign coal, 
being $309,383. and you have the enormous amount 
of $1,398,041 92, the cost of the fuel for that single 
year, exclusive of turf, chips, and other substi- 
tutes made use of by the poor for better fuel, and 
without including the cost of domestic fuel in the 
adjoining city of Brooklyn, which would swell the 
amount to nearly two millions of dollars, and this 
enormous consumption of fuel is increasing with 
the augmentation of the population and extension 
of manufacturing establishments. Among the 
articles enumerated in the report of the city in- 
spector are 53,882} tons of anthracite coal, varying 
in price from $8 64} to $6 29 perton. From the 
best information lam able to obtain, the anthracite 
coal can be brought to the city of New York and 
sold by retail, and yield a fair profit at a price 
varying from five dollars to six dollars and fifty 
cents per ton. 

W hen it is considered that the price of fuel of 
all kinds is enhanced to the extent of this tax, or 
nearly so, and that the cost of fuel enters into 
all our domestic and manufacturing calculations, 
that the price of board, of bread, of light, of gas, 
and of every manufactured article, from a horse 
shoe to a steam engine, is more or less influenced 
by it, some conception may be formed of theextent 
of oppression occasioned by this duty to the city 


|| of New York, and the other Atlantic cities, in 


not this unequal and unjust? But, sir, it is op- || 


pressive also. The inhabitants of the interior 
have their fuel at a moderate price, generally for 
To 


i 
} 


1 


1} 
| 


the inhabitant of a city fuel is one of the heaviest | 


one of the largest items in every man’s family 


|| burthens he has to shoulder through life; it is || 


proportion to their consumption of foreign and 
domestic fuel. 

Another evil flowing from this source is the 
obstacle this duty intérposes to the inhabitants of 
that city, in selecting the kind of coal best adapted 
to their health, comfort, or convenience. The 
American coal introduced there, is oe of the 
anthracite kind, with the exception of the Virginia 
coal, which is principally used for manufacturing 


expenses, and fortunate are those who, by frugal || purposes. 


industry, can obtain it. 


Many suffer from cold |! 


The imported coal is bituminous, and many of 


and hunger during our long winters, rejoiced if |! our citizens, and most of the settlers from Europe, 


| they can gather a few chips, saw dust, or tanners’ || prefer it, having been accustomed to it from early 


bark, after being ground and used for tanning || life, or believing the use of it more conducive to 
| purposes, to kindle a smouldering fire over which || health than the use of anthracite coal. It can also 


to warm themselves, their wives, and little ones. || be used to more advantage for steam navigation 


This is no picture ef the fancy; it is literally true; || than the anthracite, a8 it produces more flame in 


York, and who have been called upon to visit the 
abodes of poverty and wretchedness, will vouch 


Are the doors of legislation forever closed against || for the correctness of my statements. And lam 
the oppressed class, because they did not complain || persuaded, that if the American people become 
of their grievances at the time this bill was under 
discussion, or add to the troubles of the nation 








| acquainted with the difficulty and expense of pro- 
| curing fuel in cities, and the misery many suffer 


and those who have lived in a large city like New || its consumption. 


| 








By the operation of this tax 
foreign coal is becoming excluded from our mar- 
kets, and the quantity imported is gradually di- 
minishing. Can any good reason be assigned why 
our citizens should be deprived of using anthracite 
or bituminous, foreign or domestic, coal at their 
option, and at a price so reducad, by taking off 
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this duty, that the humblest individual could enjoy 
the comforts of a fire side, and the growth and 
» prosperity of our cities be promoted by lessening 
ihe price of living in them? 

If this duty on coal was intended as a source of 
revenue, it has failed of its object, as thestatement | 
from the Treasury Department shows that it pro- 
daced daring the last fiscal year but $94,425 94, and 
as the national debt is paid, and we shall have in 
the ‘l'reasury an annual surplus, after discharging 
all necessary expenditures, it is not required for 
that object; and I submit to the good sense of the 
Houce, whether.the peace and harmony of the 
country will not be better promoted by circum- 
scribing our revenue to our wants, as far as may 
be consistent with the protection of our national 
industry, than by collecting a surplus by unequal 
taxation, which will invite to extravagance in 
expenditures, and engender discord and jealousy 
under any conceivable plan of distribution; and I 
trust it will be generally conceded that it is better 
to retain among the people their own money, to 
circulate through the channels of commerce and 
industry, giving activity to business and vigorous 
impulse to enterprise, than to accumulate it in a 
National Treasury, to become the subject of con- 
tention and a source of speculation for the states- 
man and politician, to devise the least objection- 
able mode of returning it back from whence it 
came, unavoidably diminished by the expenses of 
original collection and ultimate distribution, and 
subject to contingent losses by defalcation and 
other causes. If thisduty was intended to encour- 
age national industry, it has defeated its object, 
for while it embarrasses commerce, increases the 
expense of living, and enhanses the price of the 
implements of husbandry and of most manufac- 
tured articles to the farmer and consumer, it at the 
same time affords no protection to our manufac- 
tures, as heat is generally an agent in their pro- 
duction, and any augmentation in the price of fuel 
must operate to their disadvantage. 

If this duty was intended to enable the coal of 
our country to compete with foreign coal, it was 
unnecessary for such a purpose; as, without this 
duty, domestic coal can be sold cheaper than 
foreign coal,and yield a fair profit; ascan be easily 
shown bya reference to the calculations made by 
the various coal and canal companies, in their 
applications for legislative patronage; and by a 
fair estimate of the cost of coal at the mines, the 
cost of transportation, toll, yardage, and other 
incidental expenses, and the increasing facilities 
of bringing it to market by railroads, canals, and 
new avenues of communication, will enable it to 
be sold at still more reduced prices. 

Neither do the coal-producing States derive 
advantages from this duty proportionate to the 
injury it causes to the districts where its opera- 
tion is felt; as is evident from the prices at which 
coal is sold at the collieries. ° A great portion of 
the increment of the price of coal, arising from 
this tax, is received by the speculators in coal, 
mostly consisting of the large incorporated coal 
companies, principally formed of city capitalists, 
and non-residents of the coal-producing States, 
who are the proprietors or lessees of the largest 
and most valuable collieries, and who retail it to 
the consumer through their agents, and by monop- 
olizing the market, compel the purchasers to pay 
what they demand, unrestrained by the competi- 
tion which foreign coal would oppose to them, if 
admitted free of duty. In order fairly to estimate 
the profits of the venders of coal, it may also be 
proper to observe that anthracite coal is sold in 
the city of New York by the ton, consisting of 
the nett weight of two thousand pounds, in con- 
formity with the statute regulation of a ton weight 
in the State of New York, while coal is purchased 
at many of the collieries from which the supply 
is obtained, at the gross weight of two thousand 
two hundred and forty pounds to the ton. 

1 would submit to those who may wish to || 
encourage the consumption of domestic coal, | 
whether that object is promoted by unnecessarily 
increasing its price. | apprehend that the cheaper 
it is afforded to the consumer, just in that pro- | 
portion it will force other fuel out of market, and | 


} 


supply its place. i] 
Liverpool and other European coals are gener- 
ally brought as ballast by American and 


i} 
foreign | 
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shipping. They could not be brought as a regu- | 
lar cargo, without great loss to the importer. ‘They | 


| may serve sometimes to complete a return cargo | 


with advantage; but remit this duty, and the Nova | 
Scotia coal mines would pour ic a supply which 
would compel the large coal companies and vend- 
ers of domestic coal to reduce it to a fair price; 
and although at such‘a price it would compete 


| with foreign coal, yet the foreign coal would oper- 
ate as a check to any unreasonable increase of 


price. But waiving for the present the question 
of policy, would it be a legitimate object of the | 


| Governmentto promote the interest of one section 
| of the country to the prejudice and injury of other 


sections? Is it in accordance with the principles 
of our Union, with that spirit of amity and good 
feeling which should exist between the members 
of this great Confederacy? Is it the meaning of 
the Constitution, or was 1t ever contemplated by 
the framers of that instrument, that the citizens of | 


, one State should be indirectly taxed for the benefit | 


of a sister State? What would the farmers of 
Pennsylvania say if a duty was put on plaster of 
Paris, or gypsum—a material which is sent in 
large quantities from the State of New York to 
fertilize their lands? And there is as much reason 
why foreign plaster should be taxed to enrich the 
owners of plaster beds in the State of New York 
as that foreign coal should be taxed to enhance 
the profits of the proprietors of domestic cval | 


| mines. | 


I will not examine the abstract question, how 
far our Government may be authorized to raise 
revenues beyond what may be necessary for the 
purposes of its organization. But it will be ad- 
mitted that, as a general rule, it is not in accord- |! 
ance with the principles of sound Government to | 
increase the price of the necessaries of life by un- | 
necessary taxation. Revenne should be raised, as 
far as practicable, from luxuries, with the double 
view of discouraging extravagance and of placing 
the burden on those who are the best able to bear 
it, and who voluntarily assume the payment, by 
the consumption of the articles coming under that | 
denomination. But if the necessities of the Gov- | 
ernment shall render it proper to impose duties 
on the necessaries of life, they should be placed 
on such articles as are of general consumption 
throughout the nation; and in this point of view 
a tax on salt, sugar, tea, or coffee, is far more 
equitable than the one on coal. Sir, the duty on 
foreign coal cannot be sustained by the arguments 
that may be advanced in favor of a duty on most 
other articles. 

A duty on some articles of primary necessity | 
may be defended on the ground of public policy. | 
A duty may be put on sugar with a view to en- | 
courage its growth in our country; a duty on 
wool, to encourage the raising of sheep among us; 
upon any product of the earth, to encourage our 
agriculture; upon any manufactured articles, to | 
encourage the arts and enterprise of our citizens, | 
to enable them to compete with foreign manufac- 
turers, that our wants may be supplied in time of 
war, or when our intercourse with foreign nations, 
from whatever cause, shall be suspended; with a 
view to create a home market for our agricultural 
produce, by diverting a part of the national labor 
to manufactures, or to meet some extraordinary 
rational expenditure or emergency. Buta duty 
on coal can neither be defended on the ground of 
necessity or policy. The God of nature, in his 
divine wisdom, has placed extensive beds of coal | 
in many sections of our country; duty orno duty | 
they are there; in peace or war, they are there. | 
The price our citizens would pay for domestic | 
coal, without the addition of price occasioned by | 
this duty, will be a sufficient inducement to work 
the coal mines, and the increased consumption of | 
domestic coal that would be created by the lower- | 


_ing of its price, and the gradual augmentation of | 


the population, with the increasing facilities of | 
transportation from the mines to the market, will | 
at all times place it in fair competition with coal | 


_ which must be brought over the ocean at much | 
| greater expense, with the hazards of the sea or | 


the expense of insurance. But even admit that | 
foreign coal could be brought to our Atlantic cities | 
cheaper than domestic coal, this circumstance 
would afford no justification for so unequal a tax 
as this duty imposes, or for unnecessarily increas- |, 
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ing the price of fuel; and no principle of our con- 
federated government established for the benefi: 
and protection of all its members, and guarantying 
equal rights, immunities, and privileges to ail its 
cjuizens, can sanction any law or policy which 
adds a factitious value to the mineral or other pro- 
ductions of some of the States, by increasing the 
burdens of the other States, or that enriches one 
part of the community by impoverishing the other 
part. If 1 am answered that this duty on coal is 
part of the compact formed by the compromise 
bill, and was the consideration and inducement for 
the coal-producing States to enter into it, I wilt 
reply, that all compromises of this kind ought to 
be based on the principle of reciprocity, and are 
intended to secure mutual advantages to the con- 
tracting parties; that New York receives no equiv- 
alent for submitting to this unequal tax on her cii- 
izens, and that, in this legislative arrangement, her 
interests in this respect have not received that con- 
sideration to which they are entitled. 

A more suitable time could not be selected to 
bring forward inquiries of the kind contemplated 
by the resolution. Our national debt has been 
paid; one and all of us rejoice at this unprece- 
dented event in the history of modern nations; so 
animating to the patriots; 80 cheering to the Amer- 
ican people of all parties. Let the joyful tidings, 
as they roll along the valley of the Mississippi, or 
reverberate through the hills of Maine and New 
Hampshire, as they are wafted from the Atlantic 
to the lakes, and spread through every part of our 
country, as they reach the hamlet in the wilder- 
ness, the scattered settlements of the prairies, or 


| the dense crowds of the city population, be fol- 


lowed by the equally joyful announcement that 
the Government is taking measures to lessen the 
burthens of the people, so far as the same can be 
done consistent with national faith, and a due 
regard to our great manufacturing, agricultural, 
and commercial interests, and while our statesmen 
are devising the means of disposing of the surplus 
revenue accumulating in the national Treasury, 
let us not at least refuse the inquiry as to what 
duties on the necessaries of life may be remitted 
with benefit to all, and without injury to any. 

Feeling unwilling to trespass longer on the time 
of the House, and grateful for the indulgence I 
have already experienced, | submit this resolution 
to your consideration, cherishing the hope that the 
inquiry will be allowed, and that it will be followed 
a remission of the duty on coal, or atleast that 
coal will be admitted to entry free of duty, in the 
same manner and at the same timé as the articles 
enumerated in the fifth section of the compromise 
bill. LT repeat, I only solicit an inquiry into the 
complaiuts of those who feel themselves aggrieved, 
and who look to the paternal wisdom of Govern- 
ment for protection. I do not wish to disturb the 
general provisions of the compromise bill, orizi- 
nating in those fraternal feelings which | cherish 
and respect; I only seek relief from the oppressive 
operation of a single duty to which the attention 
of Congress was not particularly drawn when this 
compromise bill proclaimed to the nation that our 
dissensions had yielded to mutual concession, and 
that peace, harmony, and sentiments of attach- 
ment to our Union prevailed throughout the Re- 
public. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 


lowing communications, which wereappropriately 
disposed of: 

A message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a report from the Secretary 
of State, in answer to a resolution of the House of 
the 22d ultimo in relation tocertain correspondence 
with the Government of Spain; 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to a resolution of 8th April, 1834, 
a revised system of the military discipline; 

A letter fré6m the Secretary of War, communi- 
cating, pursuant to law, an abstract of the general 
returns of the militia, arms, &c., of the United 
States; 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
exhibiting the revenue accruing from imports for 


' the year 1833; 


A letter from the Clerk of the House in relation 
to the case of —— Pierce, of Georgia. 
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CITY OF ALEXANDRIA. 


The House proceeded to consider the motion 
heretofore made by Mr. BOULDIN, to reconsider 
the vote rejecting the bill for the relief of the city 
of Alexandria. 


Mr. BOULDIN said he would request the in- | 
dulgence of the House but for a short time, in | 
stating the reasons that had induced him to move | 


for the reconsideration of this bill. He could not 
flatter himself that what he had to say would 
change the vote of so large a majority as had been 
given against it, when last before the House; but 
inasmuch as he had voted under misapprehen- 
sion, he desired to explain. He was no advocate 
for internal improvements at the expense of the 
General Government, carried on anywhere; nor 
was he an advocate for it to an extravagantlength 
within the limit of the District of Columbia; but 
the case under consideration was a peculiar one. 
An injury had been done to the town of Alexan- 
dria by an act 9f Congress, and the bill before the 
House was a proposition for its redress. 
he believed it was, that the main channel of the 
Potomac was diverted from its course by a cause- 
way placed in its deepest part, so as to throw the 
channel out of its original course, round by the 
town of Georgetown, thereby destroying the main 
channel which had previously ran direct to Alex- 
andria; and thereby destroying the trade of that 
town, which was the only thing that made it an 
interesting and prosperous city. The trade came 


down from the valley of Virginia, passing the old | 
channel that went round the falls of the Potomac, | 


and the boats passed immediately along the deep 


channel between Mason’s Island, by which they | 
The causeway was constructed | 
in that channel; and it then became necessary for | 
the boats to cross the river, amatter of almost im- | 
possibility, or at least of great danger, as he was | 


were protected. 


informed, and verily believed, for small craft— 
the river being there a mile wide. This was the 
injury that had been done. Mr. B. referred to 


the opinions of those who lived at the time in its | 


vicinity, and who took part in the legislation under 
the authority of which the causeway was con- 
structed, and of the delegation in Congress from 


Virginia, eleven out of fourteen of whom voted | 


against it. Of the three who voted for it, one lived 
in Georgetown, which would be benefited by it; 


another lived above, and therefore cared nothing | 
about it; and thethird voted as he pleased. This | 


showed the impression those had of it who might 
be supposed to know most about it. 


Alexandria was flourishing; since that, it had gone 


down, and she had a right to complain of injury. | 


When a city grew up, and its commerce prospered, 
and was increasing, to destroy it at once waslittle 
short of an act of violence. 


done all in their power to avert its fall. They 


had subscribed very largely, to the amount of | 
$250,000, to the Chesapeake and Ohiocanal,under | 
the expectation that that would remedy the evil | 
After | 


brought upon them by the act of Congress. 
subscribing a quarter of a million, and bringing 
the canal to Georgetown, the very origin of the 
evil, there it was to stop, and all the money they 
had laid out gone to build up and strengthen their 
rival. Mr. B. thought it became Congress to aid 
them, and with due deference, he thought it not 
right to refuse. Had Congress, by its act, done 
them an injury? If so, let it be redressed. 

Mr. B. said it created great surprise in his mind, 


as it no doubt did to many others, when he sawa 
canal proposed to be constructed on both sides of | 
tide-water; and when he first saw it, he had no | 


idia of advocating this appropriation. But when 


he came to be informed that the old channel at the | 
river had been stopped up by an act of Congress, | 
it altered the case altogether, and he saw at once 
that injury had been done to that town, and that || 
it became Congress to redress it in the best way | 
His impression was, that the redress | 
could not be easily repaired; but as the injured 
themselves said they should be satisfied with the 
plan now proposed, he trusted it would be acceded 
He was for final redress, and he thought they 
should be pat in the situation they were before 
the injury was done them; but as this could not 
be done, the best way would be to give them what 
they asked. YYe have wronged them, and are 


it could. 


to. 
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| bound to remedy the evil we have done; and the | 


In 1804, | 


Prior to | 
the construction of this causeway, the city of | 


The citizens had | 


easiest mode would be that proposed. Ifa better 


could be devised, he would wiilingly vote for it, | 
and he hoped some gentleman would point it out. | 
Mr. B. again explained, that in voting for the | 


rejection of this bill, he had done so under the 


ferent from that proposed last spring. He thought 
the money had been received and expended, and 
that this was a bill for a new appropriation, and 
he had no idea that it was the same bill. 


ing to reconsider the vote rejecting the bill. 
Mr. CHILTON said, the decisive majority by 
which the bill had been before rejected, was such 


that he did not imagine such lights would be | 
thrown upon it by further discussion, as to change | 


that issue; and, moredver, as there were many 
bills of great importance pressing for action, he 
would, for the purpose of testing the disposition 
of the House, move to lay the motion on the 
table. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, called for the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

The question was so taken, and resulted as fol- 
| lows: Yeas 89, nays 104. 

So the House refused to lay the motion to re- 

consider the bil! on the table. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Louisiana, said he was in 
| favor of a reconsideration of this question, but 
from very different views from those advanced by 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Boutpin.] The 


of a local Legislature to the ten miles square com- 
posing the District of Columbia. This District did 
not possess the privileges of a State, but looked to 
the Federal Legislature as a child looked to its 
parent. He for one feit bound to advocate its in- 
terests as much as he would those of the State in 
which he lived. 


flicted. 


Mr. T. felt it his duty to call the attention of | 
He thought || 
it hard that the whole twenty-four States should || 
be unwilling, or feel themselves unable to take | 
care of so small a territory, deprived of the means || 
It was hard that they | 
should shut up their bowels of mercy and compas- | 
sion against the natural appeals of the child || 
|| dependent on them, and cut off from all other 1 


the House to this ten miles square. 


of taking care of itself. 


succor. 


| to people at a distance. 


United States. 


1 
| of the people. 


| 
| 
i} 
i} 
ty 


| themselves; and 


sheer justice. 


|| favor of a reconsideration of this bill. 


i 


unwise and prejudicial legislation. 


| 
} 
| 
| 
} 
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misapprehension that it was an appropriation dif- | 


After | 
some further remarks, Mr. B. concluded by mov- | 


Congress of the United States stood in the relation | 


If the legislation of a State in- | 
flicted injury, it was admitted that the State was 
bound to make reparation for the evil it had in- 


But gentlemen were in the habit of viewing | 
every appropriation in this District as so much 
money taken out of the Treasury, and belonging 
This position he denied. 
He asked how the District came to belong to the 
They asked for its cession from 
two States. The answer of Virginia was that she | 
must first obtain the consent of her citizens. When | 
this was done, some forty years ago, she gave, as | 
it were with her child, adowry of $120,000; which, | 
if running upon interest, would now amount to 
about $300,000. Of this fund the United States had 
enjoyed the benefit. He denied that the United 
States was advancing one cent out of the pockets 
He believed if we should give this 
ten miles square a Governor and a little Legisla- 
ture of their own, they would do this work for 

erhaps it would be much better | 
for them, rather than to depend on the great body |, 
so little disposed to do anything for them. He |) 
was in favor of the appropriation as a matter of | 


Mr. BATES expressed his intention to vote in 
It was to | 
do that which, sooner or later, we should be bound | 
to do. The city of Alexandria had difficulties || 
enough to contend with without the hostile legis- 
lation of Congress; or if not its hostile, at least its 
In the first 
place, a dam is placed across their channel of the 
river, diverting its commerce; and next the term- || 
| inmion of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal in || 
Washingion, if left in that condition, was calcu- 
| lated to demolish, to annihilate the prosperity of 
Two hundred and fifty thousand 
| dollars of the funds of Alexandria had been appro- 
| priated towards the construction of the canal, and 
| one hundred and eighty thousand towards that of 


alee 


their lateral canal. A great portion of the work 
was completed—two of the abutments and one of 
the piers of. the aqueduct were finished, or in a 
state of forwardness—the machinery for the further 
prosecution of the work was all provided; and 
how it seemed to be the disposition of some gen- 
tlemen to abandon it altogether. To this course 
(Mr. B. said) he could notconsent, let the expense 
be what it might. He could not consent that the 
ruin of this work should be suffered to stand here 
under the eyes of Congress a monument of ite 
folly. He contended that the dollars and cents 
expended on public works gave no criterion of the 
expediency of their construction. The true stand- 
‘ard was the amount of labor which they draw 
from other employmeuts. The circulation of the 
| Money among those requiring employment was 
its proper appropriation. Tle concluded by re- 
| peating that he could not consent to see this work 
left only as a monument of the unwise legislation 
of Congress, and if it required ten times the 
amount asked for, he would support it rather than 
see it abandoned. 

Mr. SPEIGHT did not suppose his opinion 
would have a tendency to change the vote of any 
|| member on this question, but he felt bound to give 

he reasons which would impel him to vote against 
| the reconsideration. He held different views from 
| those advanced by the gentleman from Louisiana, 
| (Mr. Tuomas,] of the relation in which the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia stood towards the General Gov- 
ernment. He considered this projected appropri- 
ation as a mere entering wedge, looking to future 
expenditures of the money of the people and of 
the States, on works of internal improvementa. 
He asked what they were called on to do? To 
cut asplendid canal alongside of a navigable river, 
| fully equal to all the wants of the people in its 
|| vicinity. He could conceive of no project more 
absurd, and he called on gentlemen to go and view 
|| the works, and convince themselves. He had 
| always found when the public purse was opened 
for such works individual enterprise was relaxed, 
and the works thus professedly fostered by the . 
Government were most liable to languish. Mr. 
S. was the friend of internal improvements; but 
they should be confined to their proper consetva- 
tors. His doctrine was, that the money requisite 
for their accomplishment should remain in the 
hands of tiie people, and be by them expended at 
their own option. ‘Those works which had been 
prosecuted under the auspices of Government 
funds, had generally given more evidence of pec- 
ulation than enterprise. The General Government 
had been accused of extravagance by interested 
| partisans, and the fault was laid at the door of the 
President or the present Administration, while 
the extravagant appropriations on that floor were 
the source to which all these complaints were at- 
tributable. He therefore called upon every gen- 
tleman on that floor, who professed to sustain the 
principles of economy avowed by the Administra- 
tion, to put a stop to these extravagant expendi- 
tures. Mr. S. said he should vote against the 
motion for reconsideration, as he believed the 
work inexpedient, and liable to cost a million of 
dollars, rather than the hundred thousand applied 


for. 

Mr. VINTON said he should vote for the recon- 
sideration, on the ground that the House had 
previously appropriated $100,000 for the work— 
$80,000 of which was already expended, and the 
remainder was under the process of expenditure. 
When the House decided the question to make 
the former appropriation, they decided the question 
of its expediency; and he did not think that ques- 
tion should now be agitated. The question was, 
whether the sum already expended should be lost, 
or whether it should be saved by the passage of 
| the bill proposed to be reconsidered. The expe- 
| diency of the work being decided by the former. 

action of the House, he thought it required most 
| cogent reasons from gentlemen opposed to the 
| appropriation, for refusing to continue it. 
Mr. MILLER said he was in favor of a recon- 
| sideration of this question, and of the appropria- 

tion, for reasons similar to those given by gentle- 

men who preceded him. He had, on a former 
| occasion, opposed an appropriation for this work, 
| under the belief that it would require a much 
| larger sum than he was now convinced would be 
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adequate to the completion of the work. He would 
deprecate the loss of the sums already expended, 
and he was now willing to vote for the sum re- 
quired in the bill, 

Mr. MINER. Here was a place located on 
navigable water, well situated for trade and com- 
merce, and which, by the industry and enterprise 
of its citizens, was prosperous and flourishing, 
until by an act of the Government, that was per- 
haps very proper, for of that he knew nothing, 
an impediment had been placed in the river turn- 
ing and changing the old natural channel, and 
thereby substantially destroying the navigation 
formerly carried on there. This was the case of 
the city of Alexandria. Now came the question, 


whether an attempt which had been made to. 


remedy this evil by the formation of acanal, which 
was called, and certainly was, an internal improve- 
ment, for the purpose of placing that city in some 
degree in the same situation it was before, should 
be completed. He was in favor of internal im- 
provements generally, but this recommended itself 
on different grounds from what those usually did. 
Here was a city possessed of advantages bestowed 
upon it by the God of nature, a navigable stream 
to it, and of which it had been deprived by an act 
of the Government, and surely the application 
stood upon much higher grounds than those of 
ordinary cases of internal improvement, for the 
benefit of those who were not benefited before, and 
to whom it was a mere matter of favor, policy, 
or interest, whether it were done or not. But 
when the Government has interfered with preéx- 
isting rights, or taken away privileges and advan- 
tages given by God himself to them, and when 
they have laid out almost their whole fortunes in 
the erection of buildings, warehouses, &c., for the 
purpose of carrying on their commerce, then he 
considered it a question resting on an entirely dif- 
ferent basis than ordinary cases. It was on that 


general ground that he was in favor of reconsider- | 


ing the vote rejecting the bill, and in favor of the 
grant proposed. 


It had been said, and this weighed greatly on | 


his mind, that the people of Alexandria had been 


led to expect that the canal, or one part of it, | 


should be extended to that city; and that such as- 
surances had been given, or held out to them, as 
raised expectations in their minds that zuch would 
be the case—that the canal would not be carried 
to Georgetown, or to this city, and there stop, 
from which they could possibly draw no advan- 


tage, but, on the contrary, receive nothing but in- | 


jury. Under this expectation they subscribed a 
iarge sum of money to aid in the completion of the 
canal,all which money they had lost--worse than 


lost—provided the canal should stop where it then | 


was, since their trade would be entirely destroyed. 
Mr. M. apprehended that this consideration alone 
would jead to the conclusion that the proposed 
appropriation ought to be made; and he accorded 
in the idea suggested, that it would be an act of 
injustice not to do it. He had no fears that it 
would not meet the views and wishes of their con- 
stituents, to extend the work a little farther, and 
not stop in the middle of it. He believed it would 
redound to the honor, and glory, and wisdom, of 
the Government, and he hoped the motion to re- 


consider would prevail, and the application be | 


successful. 

Mr. PARKS said, they were told by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinron,] that this work 
having been commenced by the United States, it 
was incumbent upon those gentlemen who were 


opposed to the reconsideration of this vote, and | 


oppesed, also, to the construction of the work, to 
give good reasons why it should not goon. Mr. 
P. apprehended it would not be very difficult for 
any gentleman in justificatidn of his vote on this 
subject, to show that the work, ifcompleted, would 
be useless, and that all the money heretofore ex- 
pended upon it, had been entirely, or almost en- 
tirely, wasted. That it was useless, a moment’s 


|| he felt bound to obey t 


| peter. He was, however, somewhat afraid it, 


on this majestic river? It was not. But even 
were it so, that this canal should be made the 


trict, they would not go to Alexandria. The in- 
evitable result was, that commerce would become 
concentrated at particular spots, in large cities and 
towns. The commerce of this section of country 
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| standing of the matter’’ he is induced to alter his 





| vote from that of last session. 
means of conveying the vast resources of this Dis- | 


| 
| 


Mr. Hi. would ask, what would be the conse- 
o if the canal would effect all the people of 
lexandria predicted? Why, to build up their 
city, and, at the same time, toes Georgetown. 
There were three cities in this District contending 


was once divided among many small rival ports; |; for the trade and commerce from foreign parts, 


it was now concentrated in the city of Baltimore. 
Railroads might be constructed, canals might be 
dug to this city or to Alexandria, the railroad from 
the Poiat of Rocks or to Washington city, from 


| 
{ 


|| any canal by the side of a navigable river, erected 


and whichever would be built up, would result in 
the destruction of the others. For his part, he never 
would vote for an appropriation of money to build 


Baltimore, would take every barrel of flour and || by the hand of nature, and better than any canal 
every species of comniodity from the city of Alex- || Congress could construct, if it were to expend the 


eandria. Even if it could promote the navigation of 
the river itself it would be useless, as far as Alex- 
andria was concerned. 

Mr. P. had stated that the money already ex- 
pended had been thrown away; let us see how the 
fact stood. His recollection was, that the $100,000 
voted last session, was for the purpose of building 





an aqueduct across the river atGeorgetown. The 


gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Bares] has 
said that the abutments were completed. Mr. P. 
did not know what the gentleman meant by abut- 
ments; but he himself had searched on the west 
side of the river, and could find nothing done that 


appeared to have any connexion with the aque- | 


duct. On the other side he saw a pile of earth, 


which anywhere in the north could have been | 
raised at a trifling expense. That was all he saw; | 


and if the gentleman saw more, he was more for- 
tunate than Mr. P. had been. Thegentleman from 
Massachusetts further said, inasmuch as the work 
had been begun, it was the duty of Congress to 
complete it, whatever might be its cost, and that 
he, for one, would never consent that this canal 
should stand as amonument of our folly. Mr. P. 
would defy that gentleman, on any part of the 


| 


| 


| 


| whole resources of the Government in attempting 
it, A river in which vessels of almost all sizes 
could navigate with safety. The argument about 
compensation amounted tonothing. Suppose the 
States of New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio, 
| had been stayed by the principle that, to construct 





,|,a work in one part of the country might for a 


time injure another, where would row have been 

their great works of internal improvement? and 

their treasures? Remuneration was never thought 
of by them. 

| Mr. H. made a few further remarks, and con- 
| cluded by repeating his intention to vote against 

the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. MERCER entered into a detail of the cir- 
cumstances and the various proceedings of the 
Corporations of Washington, Alexandria, and 
| Georgetown, connected with the original location 
of the Ohio and Chesapeake Canal, and the origin 
|of the contemplated aqueduct. He urged, at 


| length, the importance and utility of ane prepeeed 


improvements, which he contended could be com- 
pleted by the appropriation of $135,000 in addition 
to former appropriations. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, opposed the res- 


habitable globe, out of the District of Columbia, | olution at some length. 


to find such a monument of folly as this canal 
would be if it were completed. The truth was, it 


| 


i 


Mr. ALLEN, of Virginia, supported it. 
Mr. HARDIN rose to address the House in 





was nothing more than voting the public money || opposition, and remarked that he was willing now 
away for the benefit of the indolent in this District, || to proceed with his argument; but as it was late 
and Mr. P. was for doing it, if at all, openly, || in the day to test the wishes of the House on the 


plainiy, and avowedly, so that their constituents 
should understand the purpose for which it was 
done. He could not bring himself to believe, and 
| he had devoted some attention to the subject, that 


try, the district, or a single individual except the 
| contractor, and for this reason he should vote 
|| agdinst the reconsideration. / 

Mr. HAWES jocosely remarked that unless he 
|| took a hand new and then, he was beginning to 
| fear he should forget how to speak. 

he had another reason. His honorable friend from 


oreover, | 


| 
j 
| 


|| the canal, if finished, would ever benefit the coun- | 


| 
| 
| 


| subject, he would move an adjournment. 
| The question on adjournment was taken by 
tellers, and decided in the affirmative—a yes 94, 
noes 77. 
So the House adjourned till to-morrow at eleven 
o’clock. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 4, 1835. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


|| North Carolina {[Mr. Sreigut} had sounded the || ate a certificate of the election of the honorable 
Administration trumpet, and called upon all the | JOHN M. ROBINSON, a Senator from the State 
|| friends of the Administration to come forward and || of Illinois, for six years from the 4th of March 


|| resist this attemptat extravagant expenditure, and 


‘| as Mr. H. held himself to be as good an Admin- | 


|| istration man as any ee upon that floor, 
e summons of the trum- 


_ would turn out like the case of a man in the west- 
ern country celebrated for raising hogs, who was 
| in the habit every morning of calling them, and 

when they came up he gave them nothing to eat. 


|| At last they refused to come at his call, and the 
‘|man swore he would change the breed of his 


|| hogs, because they refused to obey his summons. 


|| {Laughter.) But Mr. H. agreed with his honor- | 


|, able friend, and he would give his reason for it. 
| Thegentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Mitier] 
said that he opposed this bill at the last session 
of Congress, but having at this session a better 
| understanding of the matter, he should support 
| it. And what, let me ask, (sir, said Mr. H.,) is 
|| this better understanding of the matter? He says 
| that the people of Alexandria were induced to 
|, Subscribe for this canal under an agreement or a 
|| compact, or an assurance, or an understanding, 


} 


reflection would, he thought, convince any one. || that it should terminate at the highest navigable 


Here was one of the finest rivers upon the face of 


the earth, flowing between two commercial cities, 
or rather between two cities once commercial, and 
one of them asking Congress to dig a canal by the 
side of that river for the purpose of benehi i 

commerce. 
to be conveyed on 


; oe 
Wasit an for any boat or vesse 


| point. Well, and what was the highest navigable 
point of the river? At Georgetown; and at 
Georgetown the canal terminated, and there, in 
| his opinion, it ought to terminate. The very com- 
pact which induced the people of Alexandria to 
subscribe to the canal Akos carried into effect, 


at canal that could not float and yet, says the gentleman, * upon better under- 


| 
{ 





next. 
THE SINKING FUND. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also communicated 
a further report from the Commissioners of the 
Sinking Fund, recommending that the commission 
may be discontinued, as the object for which it 
had been created was accomplished. 


THE SENATE PRINTING. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also communicated 
a report from the Secretary of the Senate, made 
in obedience to order, relative to the state of the 
printing of the Senate; which, on motion of Mr. 
ILL, was ordered to be printed. 


FLORIDA TERRITORY. 


Mr. HENDRICKS, pursuant to notice, and on 
leave given, introduced a bill supplementary to the 
act to authorize the Florida Territory to opena 
canal in that Territory; which was twice read and 
referred. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Petitions of a private nature were presented by 
Messrs. PORTER, TIPTON, and KANE. 

Mr. TIPTON presented a memorial from the 
Legislature of Indiana, praying Congress to ex- 
tinguish the Indian title in that State, and to make 
provision to remove the Indians west of the Mis- 
sissippi. 








1836. 
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Mr. NAUDAIN presented a joint resolution of } the Mississippi, with guarantees of political rights 


the Legislature of Delaware, praying an appro- | 


priation for the improvement of the harbor at New 
Castle. 


Mr. LEIGH, from the Judiciary Committee, 
to which was referred the bill for the relief of 
Theodore Brightwell, reported the same without 
amendment, but with an expression of opinion on 
the part of the committee that the bill ought not 
to pass. 

Mr. TIPTON presented the following resolu- 
tion; which, on his motion, was considered and 
adopted: 

Resclved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to transmit to the Senate a copy of the 
report, plan, and estimate of Lieutenant Berrien, 
the officer charged with the survey of the mouth 
of Trail Creek, at Michigan City, Indiana, with a 
view to the construction of a harbor at that place. 


On motion of Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by him on Monday 
last: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
inquire into the expediency of annexing the fourth 
circuit to the third judicial circuit, and of so ar- 
ranging the circuit system asto extend its benefits 
to all the States, by seven or more circuits. 


Mr. F. said he desired briefly to explain the 
motives which had induced him to offer the reso- 
lution. It contained two distinct propositions: 
one to annex the fourth judicial circuit to the third; 
the other to extend the benefit of the circuit sys- 
tem to all parts of the United States. A very 
happy occasion had arrived for uniting the third 
and fourth districts, and dispensing with one of | 
the judges in the Ailantic States, a vacancy occa- 
sioned not by death, not by removal, but by the 
voluntary and fortunate resignation of the indi- 
vidual holding the office. Mr. I. did not think 
any disadvantage would arise from the extent of 
the circuit after the union proposed; it would not | 
exceed the extent of the district composed of the | 
New England States; and he was happy to have | 
it in his power to state that the present judge in | 
the third circuit would willingly take upon him- 
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and self-government, neverto be destroyed. These 
were the objects of the Council of Running Waters. 


| But he (Mr. C.) took the present occasion to give 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| tribes and the people of the United States. 


| his Own opinions on this entire subject, and to 


express the general sentiments which he enter- 
tained of the relations existing between the Indian 
The 


| rights of the tribes were to beascertained by solemn 


| stipulations of numerous treaties. 


It would be 
found from the examination that fourteen different 
treaties had been made withthe Cherokee Indians 
—some one or more of which were concluded 
under some one of the Administrations of this 
Government, down to the present time, with the 
exception of the two last Administrations. The 


| treaty of Hopewell, made in 1785, was the first, 


the third article of which declared that the Indians 


| were placed under the protection of the United 


States, and no other sovereign whatever. ‘The 
next treaty was concluded, under the auspices of 


| the Father of his country, in 1791, and guarantied 


| 
} 
} 
j 
| 
\ 
} 


| tion. 


to the Cherokees the undisturbed enjoyment of all 
the lands which were not ceded. Thenexttreaiy | 
was in 1794, and that, too, under the auspices of | 
General Washington, and containing a solemn | 
guarantee that all parts of the former treaties | 
relating to the Cherokees were binding on the par- 
ties. By another treaty, made in 1798, it was 
stipulated that the treaties subsisting between the 
contracting parties were in full force and opera- | 
The last treaty was concluded in 1817, and | 


/itrecognized the difference between the two por- | 


| 
| 


tions of the Cherokee nation, and renewed the | 


| provision that the existing relations between the | 


| two parties were to continue in force; and to this | 


| 


| 
' 


| of the United States, and no other power. 


self the additional duties which would arise from || 3 : ; , 
| to he Indian tribes in the United States, and in 


such an arrangement. The facilities afforded by 
steamboat navigation would enable the judge to 
transport himself to ary part of either district in 
afew hours. With regard to the other part of | 
the resolution, Mr. F’. went on to state that, by a 
new arrangement of the western districts, annex- 
ing Indiana to the seventh, and Alabama to the 
sixth, and the creation of a new district, embra- 


cing the new Siates in the West, the benefits of || t f 
| ‘voluntary cession to our Government.’’ But these 


| Indian rights were further recognised on one of the | 
most interesting occasions known to this Govern- | 
ment: He alluded to the negotiations between | 
| Great Britain and the United States, for the term- 

| ination of the late war. 
negotiation turned, he had a distinct recollection, | 
was the claim brought forward by the British || 


this system might be extended to the whole Union. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. KENT, pursuant to notice, and on leave 
given, introduced a bill for the relief of Somerville 
Pinckney, administrator de bonis non of 
Williams, deceased. 


Mr. CLAY said he held in his hand, and asked 
leave to present, a memorial and certain resolu- 
tions from a Council held at Running Waters, of a 
portion of the Cherokee Indians. The Cherokees 
had a country, (if it could any longer be called 
their country,) lying in the States of Georgia, Ala- 
bama, Mississippi, and Tennessee, containing a 
population of about fifteen thousand. Of this pop- 
ulation much the greater part was in the Siate of 
Georgia. It was well known that, for several 
years past, it had been the policy of this Govern- 
ment to transfer the Cherokee Indians west of the 
Mississippi, and a portion of the tribe had availed 
themselves of the opportunity, and the facilities 
afforded them for going there; but a portion of 
them were anak to remain. These proceed- 
ings came from the minor portion of them, who 
were desirous of emigrating, who said they found 
it impossible to live under laws which they could 
not understand, and which they did not participate 
in framing; ‘and they said that destruction was 
hanging over them if they continued within the 
United States; that self-government among them- 
selves was destroyed, and they preferred exile, with 
liberty, rather than a residence in their accustomed 
homes, with slavery. They asked this Govern- 





treaty was affixed the signature of the present 
Chief Magistrate, as one of the negotiators on the 
part of the United States. He also called the 
attention of the Senate to the treaty of Grenville, 
made forty years ago, recognising the same gen- 


eral principle. ** Thatthetribes should be permitted | 


‘hunting, or any other pursuit, and when they 


‘ chose to make sale of their lands, it should be only | 
In this treaty, too, they | 


‘to the United States.” 
acknowledged themselves to be under the protection 
Such 
were the rights which were recognised by treaties, 


addition, the guarantee that they were to live under | 


their own laws, without any interruption or moles- 
tation. 


‘occupied, until their right was extinguished by 


The hinge on which the 


negotiators in behalf of the Indians, and which 
they held as a sine qua non to the conclusion of a 
treaty of peace—tiat the Indians, her allies, should 
be included in that treaty—that they should have 
a permanent boundary assigned them, and that 


lands they set apart. But the American com- 








much as to refer it to their Government, informing 
the British commissioners that, if they did so, 


rejection. They stated that the Indians lived under 


were subjects or otherwise. 


war, and restore to them all the rights and privi- 


of hostilities. And he declared it to be his belief 
| that, if the Indian rights had not been thus de- 
| clared, there would have been a prolongation of 


He contended, too, that these rights had | 
| been recognised by the Supreme Court of the Uni- | 
| ted States on several occasions. 
| was declared ‘that the Indians had an unques- 
| * tioned and unquestionable right to the lands they | 


In one case it | 


neither party should be at liberty to purchase the | 


missioners would not listen to the proposition so |, 


they were sure it would meet with a most prompt | 


their own customs, and notthe laws of the United | 
States, and that they were placed under the pro- |. 
tection of the United States alone, whether they || 
The correspondence || 
finally terminated in a proposition to which the | 
American commissioners assented, that the Uni- || 
ted States should do their best endeavors to restore | 
peace with the Indians with which they were at | 


| leges they enjoyed prior to the commencement | 
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now to be disregarded, were we not justly charge- 
able with having procured a treaty upon sugges- 
tions which were unfounded and erroneous? Thus 
had the Indian rights been recognised by eve 


r 
branch of this Government at home and Shean 


and not only this, but the fulfillment of the supu- 


lations of treaties was repeatedly urged by Georgia 
upon the Government in 1802. 

Mr. C. said he wished to turn the attention of 
the Senate to the nature of the wrongs this people 
had suffered—to the present condition of the Cher- 
okees, whose lands had been guarantied by the 
United States. He went into the examination 
with the utmost feelings of sorrow and regret at 


| the miserable state to which these tribes were 


reduced by the laws of the States. But he would 

assure the honorable Senators from Georgia he 

was actuated by no hostile intentions to that State. 

Georgia was the first thut made these encroach- 

ments; she originated the plan of invading the 

Indian rights,and she had carhed it far beyond all 

others. He had notall these various laws before 

him. It was not necessary to go into details; it 

was Sufficient to notice the results. By the first 

act Georgia abolished the Government of the Cher- 

okee nation. No nation (said Mr. C.) can exist 
without a Government of some kind. These peo- 
ple had formed and established a Government in 
imitation of our own. But it was wholly imma- 
terial what the humble form of that Government 
might be. Georgia had abolished it. She next 
proceeded to divide their territories into counties, 
and distribute them by lotteries among her citi- 
zens—every head of a tamily being entitled to the 
land drawn against his number. She did indeed 
reserve a small pittance of a few acres for those 
Indians who wished to remain within her limits, 
but undercircumstances that rendered them worth- 
less. She gave them no rights, no franchise, no 
single privilege. They were denied the power of 
testifying in courts of justice. No Indian could 
be a witness in favor of his fellows. Thus had 
Georgia proceeded, by continued aggressions, to 
invade and destroy the rights of the Indians. By 
a late law they are denied even the privilege of 
appealing to a foreign tribunal. They did once 
appeal from the injustice and violence of Georgia 
to the district court of the United States; and 
the judge, in the performance of his sacred duties, 
granted them an injunction. But what was the 
result?) Another act of wrong and insult; a law 
concerning the gold districts. It was the pursuit 
of gold that led the Spaniards in Mexico and Peru 
to desolate those beautiful lands and deluge them 
with blood. Mr. C. here read a section of the 
law concerning the appointment of agents, and 
granting a military force when any opposition was 
offered. Afier (continued Mr. C.) having distrib- 
uted the land by lotteries, grants were made and 
agents appointed. If an Indian dared to oppose 
the agent who was driving him from his home, he 
was seized by a military force, without a trial, 
and without an investigation, whilst a citizen in 
such cases would be entitled to the benefits of the 
law 

Mr. CUTHBERT here interrupted Mr. Crar. 
He did not think the remarks consistent with the 
occasion. 

Mr. CLAY explained, and then proceeded. 
The courts of Georgia (said Mr. C.) are restrained 
from granting injunctions, unless the Indian, on 
coming into court, shall first acknowledge the right 
of Georgia to pass the laws. Thus he is com- 
pelled to renounce his Indian rights, so thet he is 





, forever barred from appealing to the courts of the 


General Government. 

Mr. C. protested he had no feelings hostile to 
Georgia, and in the remarks he was about to offer 
he should carefully abstain from the use of every 
epithet that might be construed into an unkind 
feeling towards her. 

The whole power of the State, (said Mr. C.,) 
both civil and military, is brought to bear on the 
Indians. The law prevents Indian testimony 
from being broughtin theirdefence. Their rights 
are surrendered to a State where they have no 
voices, whose laws they do not understand, and 
| whose language to them is aforeign tongue. Sir, 

it is impossible to conceive of a community more 
| miserable, more wretched. Even the lot of the 


ment to provide means to transport them west of || the war. If then their rights and treaties were | African slave was preferable, far preferable to the 
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condition of thisunhappy nation. The interest of | 
the master prompts him to protect his slave But | 
what morta! will care for, who will protect the | 
suffering, injured Indian, shutout from the family 
of mao? Such was the case of the Cherokees. 
Hie had one more remark before he offered his | 
»ropositions to the Senate. Was therea remedy? | 
he inquired. 

if we had no power, if we had no right to inter- 
fere, thea we could offer them only our sympa- 
thies and consolations; but we were not thus pow- 
erless; our hands were not bound. It would be | 
recollected there were two classes: the one, those | 
who wished to emigrate; the other, those who de- | 
sired to remain. With regard to the first, our 
rights were ample; the power of the United States 
over her territory was absolute; there could be no | 
question on that point. 

But in regard to those who wished to remain on 
this side of the river, were we powerless, must 
we sit still and behold their wrongs? Why, he | 
asked, have we contracted the obligation? Why, 
by solemn treaties, guarantied to them these rights 
and privileges and possessions? 

These were solemn declarations, made in the 
face of England, of Europe, of the world. Geor- 
gia had shut her doors upon them. Let us now | 
open to them ours. The Constitution provides for, 
all cases arising under treaties. The Indians are | 
entitled to come into the courts of the Uniied States 
in support of their rights; and if we have the | 
power, are we not bound by every sacred obliga- 
tion to afford them redress? Revelation informs 
us ofa day of retribution; and if we disregard the 


cries of the oppressed and suffering Indians—if || — 


we continue to heap wrong upon wrong, and in- | 
jury upon injury, how shall we hope to escape | 
the righteous judgments of Heaven? 

We are now urging upon France her obligation 
to regard her solemn stipulations. What force | 
would it give to our arguments, if we could teil | 
her we have always fulfilled all our treaties. How | 
shall we stand before the world, if we suffer these 
fourteen treaties to be violated? How shall we ap- 
pear to civilized nations, if we disregard all these 
obligations to protect this unfortunate people? 
How appear to Great Britain? How would he, a 
commissioner who negotated the treaty with her, | 
be looked upon? For himself, he rejoiced he had 
been spared and al'owed the opportunity to ex- 

press his feelings in behalf of this unhappy people. 
lf we do our duty, it will be a consolation upon 
eur bed of death, which, tohim, could not be very | 
distant. 

Mr. C. then submitted the following resolution: | 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary | 
be directed to inquire into the expediency of 
making further provision by law to enable Indians | 
or tribes, to whose use and occupancy lands are | 
secured by treaties concluded between them and the | 
United States, to defend and maintain their rights 
to such lands in the courts of the United States. 

Resolved, Vhat the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be directed to inquire into the expediency of 
making further provisions by law for setting apart 
a district of country west of the Mississippi river, 
such of the Cherokee nation as may be disposed to 
emigrate and occupy the same, and for securing 
in perpetuity the peaceful and undisturbed enjoy- 
ment thereof to the emigrants and their descend- 
ants. ° 

Mr. CUTHBERT said that this subject had been 
introduced altogether unnecessarily. {t was asub- 
ject that could not be triedhere. Georgia did not 
lead before this tribunal. He did not plead for 
ler here. To what purpose, then, were the Sen- 
ators {[Mr. Cuay’s| remarks? Were they for show ? 


Weall were willing to acknowledge his merits, his | 


powers, and hiseloquence. Was it to display his | 
rhetoric—to charm us with his measured tones—to 
delight us with a theatrical exhibition? We may 
ask, what part Roscis will next enact? Does 
he talk of the dignity of Georgia, and at the same | 
time compare her acts to Peruvian and Mexican 
wrongs? Does he talk of respect to Georgia, while 
he tells you she is actuated by a most detestable 
thirst for gold, by which she is urged on to the 
perpetration of wrongs and injuries upon a ‘le- 
fenveless people? Talk of respect! He asked no 
such respect. Why talk of the day of judgment? 
Are the injured shades of all the red men, whose 


|| in 1785, and although the articles referred to were 
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bones are scattered over our country from Maine | [In 1789, North Carolina, yielding to these soli- 


to Mississippi, to be conjured up against her? 
Must Georgia be loaded with all the injuries and | 
wrongs these people have suffered ? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, [ feel it to be | 
my duty to make a few remarks upon this subject | 
before the present question is disposed of. 

When I came to the Senate this morning, I did | 
not know of the intention of the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky to present this memorial, and of 
course | cannot be prepared for the discursion of 
the subject. 

Although I cannot hope anything I may have | 
it in my power tosay will have any influence with | 
the Senate, yet as the subject is one of great im- | 
portance to the United States, as well as to the | 
Indians, | think the remarks of the honorable | 
Senator call for some reply. 

The object of the memorial is one I heartily 
approve. The memorialists are a portion of the | 
Cherokees, resi(ing within the limits of the State 
of Georgia. ‘hey wish to emigrate west of the | 
Mississippi, and there have a country assigned to 
them, where they can live under a government 
of their own choice, preserve as far as they may 
think right their own customs, exercise their priv- | 
ileges in endeavoring to promote the civilization 
of their own people, and having them instructed 
in the doctrines of Christianity. They wish the 
United States to furnjsh them a country to go to, | 
to be at the expense of their removal, and to give 
them suitable guarantees that they shall never be 
disturbed in the country to which they may emi- 
grate. 
If any additional legislation is found necessary | 
upon this subject, it will give me sincere pleasure 
to afford my aid in all suitable enactments. 

Bat in presenting the memorial and resolutions, 
the honorable Senator has gone into a discussion | 
of the powers of the States, and the manner in 
which their powers have been exerted over the 
Indians. 

I do not believe any benefit is likely to result to | 
the people of the United States, or to the Indians, 
from such discussions; but as the subject has been 


| some of the grounds upon which they have acted, 
should be brought to the notice of the Senate. 

What was the condition of the Indians, within 
the limits of the States, at the close of the revolu- | 

| tionary war? 

The people of the United States declared their 
independence; the revolutionary war, in mainte- 
nance of that declaration, terminated ina treaty of 
peacein 1783. The limitsand bounds of the States 
are described in thattreaty. Each of the States, 

| within its territorial limits, believed it was free, 
sovereign, and independent, and that a majority 
had aright to prescribe whatever rules they pleased | 
for the government of every person, of every age, | 
| sex, and color, within their acknowledged bound- 
| aries. 

Each of these States believe that they still pos- | 

_ sess all these powers, except so far as they have 
expressly granted them to the Federal Government | 
for the good of the whole. 


The Articles of Confederation gave to the Federal | 


Government power to regulate trade and inter- 
course with the Indians, but contains an express 
proviso that Congress shall not interfere with the 
territorial rights of the States. 
The first treaty with the Cherokees was made 


'then in force, the lands allotted to the Indians 
included a large portion of the territory of North 
Carolina. 

That State was not inattentive to her rights. 


of his State, more than once against this exercise 
of Federal power. 

These protests are still on record, and can yet 
be produced, at any time the Senate may desire. 
| The next treaty with the Cherokees was after 
| the present Constitution was adopted. 
| In the meantime, North Carolina had been 
‘urged to cede her western lands to the United 
| States, and one motive for thi» was, that the United 

States would be the better enabled to regulate their 
affairs with the Cherokees, it being then believed 
| they all, or nearly all, lived on those lands. 


citations, made the cession. 

The vacant lands, after satisfying all existing 
claims against North Carolina, were the property 
of the United States, who also had the sole power 
of legislation. The United States, thus owning 


| the vacant soil, and having the entire sovereignty 


and jurisdiction, and still believing the Cherokees 
resident upon this territory, made the treaty of 
Holston in 1791. 

After arguing upon the boundary between the 
whites and the Indians, there is an express guar- 
antee to the Indians of their lands. ‘This, if my 
memory serves me, is the first guarantee to these 
Indians. This guarantee was inserted, not by the 
mere motion of our Commissioner, but by the ex- 
press instructions of President Washington. The 
reason of this is obvious to me. General Wash- 
ington believed, at that day, the country guaran- 
tied to the Indians was a tract, over which the 
United States alone had the sovereignty and juris- 
diction,and that they were the owners of the soil; 
that neither the sovereign, nor territorial rights of 
any Siate were invaded by such a stipulation, and 
that it would be the means of preventing future 
encroachments upon the Indians. 

We now know by our own Executive Journal, 


| kept secret until a few years past, that when the 


first agreements with Indians were made, after the 
adoption of the Constitution, the President himself 
doubted whether they ought to go through the 


_ forms prescribed for treaties: he sent a message to 


the Senate; it doubted, but eventually seems to 
have acted upon the opinion, that the formal sahe- 
tion of two-thirds of the Senators present, required 
to ratify treaties, would be a safe rule, as to these 
compacts or agreements, and the course then 


_ adopted has been pursued ever since. 


A further illustration of General Washington’s 
views as to the rights of States, may be given by 
his conduct in relation to lands within the limits of 
New York, which were attempted to be secured 
to Indians, by treaty. He condemned this course 
on the part of the agent, and made it the subject 


of a special letter now on record. 
introduced, it is due to the States that, at least, | 


The tract of country ceded by theState of North 
Carolina to the United States in 1789, and which 
was a Territory in 1791, when the Holston treaty 
was made, continued to be a Territory till Febru- 
ary, 1796, when the people residing upon it framed 
a constitution, and afterwards were admitted into 


|| the Union. 


In the treaties with the Cherokees subsequent 
to that period, (and there were many of them, as 
has been correctly said by the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky,) the United States seems to have 


lost sight of the distinction between their power 


| 
| 
| 
{| 
| with any portion of the people within their limits, 


She had an agent present when the treaty was || 
negotiated, and he there entered the solemn protest || 


over acountry, of which they had both the right 
of soil and the jurisdiction, and one where the 
States had the right of soil and jurisdiction, and to 


| have continued the guarantee as inserted in the 


treaty of 1791. 

The States, however, do not acquiesce in this 
exercise of Federal power. The same opinion en- 
tertained by North Carolina in 1785 is entertained 
and acted upon now. 

They maintain, that they are sovereign and in- 
dependent communities within the whole of their 
chartered limits, upon all points, where they have 
not transferred their powers to the Federal Gov- 


| ernment. 


They maintain, that these agreements, with a 
portiomof their own population, are not treaties, 
within the meaning of the Constitution; and if they 
deny that they have ever vested in the Federal 
Government the power, by treaty, or otherwise, 


no matter whether the peopleare French, German, 
or Indians, to take from the State one acre of its 
territory, and transfer it to any other people what- 
| ever. 
| They maintain that each State has the right, 
independently of the Federal and all other Gov- 
ernments, to enact such laws for the government 
of their whole population, as in the wisdom of 
their own Legislatures may seem best suited to the 
interest of all; and that in the exercise of this 
| power, none, out of their limits, has the right to in- 
| terfere. 
| If the States are right in the operation of these 
powers, it must clearly follow that they alone have 





T 





the power 
to the condition and wants of their people. 

W hether the States are correct in the assertion 
and maintenance of these rights and powers or noi, 


they think they are; and miany others think with |, 
They lave acted upon them, and will con- | 


thein. 
tinue to do so, as I firmly believe Georgia has 
extended her laws over her whole limits. Ten- 


nessee has, to some purposes, doue the same thing, | 


and so has North Carolina and Alabama. 
How then are these States to” be induced to re- 


scind or repeal these laws? Suppose the United | 
States to apply to them for the repeal—they will | 


answer, their laws are approved by their people; 
they had the power to enact them, and they wiil 
not repeal them. What, then? Are the United 
States to apply force to compel the repeal? 


force from the States, we then have presented tu 
our views the most horrid of all spectacles. Armed 
strife between brothers; and, in the midst of it, 


what becomes of the red men for whose rights || 


this war is waged? They are swept from this 
state of existence. When the war terminates, 
there will be no Indians to be protected by the 
United States, or by these States individually. 
The time has arrived when we must all speak 
out plainly as we think. These people, if they 
remain where they are, must submit to the laws 
of the respective States. They cannot exist in 
the States as a separate and disiinct community, 
governed by their own customs and laws. Some 
of them are civilized and enlightened; they will 
make useful and respectable members of any com- 
munity. They may still remain where they are, 
if they choose. But this is not the condition of 
the class of the Indian population. 
poor, ignorant, and uninformed. 
Residing where they now do, certain misery 
and ruinawaitthem. I[f they will remove beyond 
the Mississippi, out of our States and organized 
Territories, they may be preserved. There they 
may progress in that civilization which has com- 


They are 


of their own choice; their interests can be pro- 
moted, and their rights protected by the United 
States, without collision with any State. Who 
now doubts that it is their interesttodoso? Few 


men can doubt it, who will take pains to acquire | 
correct information, and then duly consider the | 


subject. I believe the time has nearly arrived, 
and will certainly scon have arrived, when there 
will be but one opinion upon this subject through- 
out our country. 

The policy of inducing our Indians to remove 
west of the Mississippi, did not originate with this 
Administration. As early, at all events, as 1804, 
it was the policy of Mr. Jefferson. It has been 
the policy of every succeeding Administration; and 
during the last Administration, it had, in the then 
Secretary of War, one of its ablest advocates. 
The great distinction between this and prior Ad- 
ministrations consists, in the present having suc- 
ceeded toa much greater extent in carrying into 
effect what all, from the time of Mr. Jefferson, 
desired to accomplish. 

The honorable Senator from Kentucky thinks, 
as the State of Georgia has shut her couris against 
these people, we ought to open those of the United 
States to them. And if we can, let me ask, Mr. 
President, of what practical benefit will such a 
provision be? Useless. Encourage a poor In- 
dian, living surrounded by whites, unfriendly to 
him, tocommence suit in the Federal circuit court, 
and then follow it here to the Supreme Court, to 
assert his title to one hundred and sixty or to six 
hundred and forty acres of land, and by the time 
the cause is decided, he and his family will have 
starved to death. 
them, by all the means in our power, to remove. 
Every day they remain the means of the United 


States to furnish them comfortable homes, west 
of the Mississippi, arelessening. Other tribes are 
going and getting their chvice of the country. Let 
these be encouraged to remove speedily, provide 
funds for their removal, for their comfortable sup- |, 
Furnish them a permanent 
ome, guaranty it by all the solemnities which || 
can be deemed necessary, and then faithfully ob- 


ort for a season. 


serve this guarantee. 


Upon these points, if additional legislation is 
found to be proper, I am willing to go to any extent 





If || 
they do, and such force is met by an opposing | 


Instead of this, let us encourage 
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|| not inconsistent with what is due to the interesis 

of the great body of our community. 
| Mr. BENTON said, he rose, not to prolong 
this discussion, but to bringin a voice much more 
potential than his own. It was the voice of Mr. 
| Jefferson, by which it would be seen that these 
things which we called treaties, were not so under 
the Constitution of the United States, nor were 
they treaties upon which the laws of the United 
|, States were founded. Such was the ground taken 
by President Washington. ‘The word treaty in 
the Constitution was to be there understood as it 
|| is recognised in the laws of nations, and nothing 
|, else but that kind of treaty which was known to 
| the laws of nations. And first, it was to be made 
with a foreign Power, and while an Indian might 
be deceived, and suppose that this thing which we 
| called atreaty, was what was understood and con- 
templated by the Constitution of the United States, 

et no statesman should take so shallow a view of 
it. Look at the treaties made with some of these 
people who had nota blanket round their shoulders, 
and then say whether they age such things as can 
put down the laws of asovereign State. A judge 


say that such a proceeding could put down the 
municipal regulations of a sovereign State. (Mr. 
| B. read an extract from a work of Mr. Jefferson’s, 
to show to what subjects the treaty-making power | 
extended.) He said he rose for the mere purpose 
of bringing Mr. Jefferson’s voice where it would 
be heard. He wished the Cherokees weil and 
| comfortably located west of the Mississippi, where 
| they would find a safe home, and he wished them 
also to be fully informed that these were not 
treaties which could operate against a sovereign 
State. 

| Mr. CLAY rose to assure the honorable Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Curnserr] he had no inten- 
| tion of making a show, but that the honorable 
| Senator might take the charge to himself, since he 


la view; that Georgia did not plead here. With 
regard to the objections of the honorable Senator 
from Tennessee |Mr. Waits] he would say a few 
words. Mr. ©. went on to show the validity of 
treaties, and the obligation of the United States 
to fulfil all that these treaties guarantied. The 
Senator recoiled at the thought of a civil war, 
where the Indians would be swept from the face 
of the earth. How was it last session when the 





port to the measures then adopted. 
gave a reluctant vote in its favor. 


reflected upon it with grief ever since. The re- 
| moval of the Indians was said to have been the 
| policy of former Administrations, but it was not 


all melt away in the midst of civilized society; he 
wished they would all emigrate to a land where 
they might be beyond the reach and influence of 
the white man. He believed that North Carolina 
had not touched them; Tennessee had interfered 





only had g@ne to extremes: Georgia had out- 
stripped all the rest. 


The question (said he) is one due to humanity, 
and upon this ground he was willing to go with 
the gentleman; but to talk of negotiations in regard 
to the rights of the State was mockery. 

The memorial and resolutions were then referred 
to the Judiciary Committee. 


REORGANIZATION OF THE POST OFFICE 
DEPARTMENT. 


On motion of Mr. EWING, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the bill to change the organization of the Post 
Office Department. 

At the suggestion of Mr. GRUNDY, the reading 
of the bill was dispensed with, and the amend- 
ments prepared by the minority of the committee 
were considered. 

The first amendment, proposing to strike out 
the provisions in the bill for the appointment of an 
| officer to be called the Solicitor of the Post Office, 
| and to impose the duties of that office on the Soli- 
| citor of the Treasury, was taken up. 


would have widely mistaken his duty who should ‘| 


| (Mr. Curnpert] had declared he had no object | 
menced; they can, as freemen, have a government || 


powers of a State were actually arrayed against | 
the General Government? He gave a warm sup- || 
He himself | 
It filled him | 
| with the severest feelings of sorrow then; he had | 


to be done by force of arms; he knew they would || 


only to protect them against the whites. One State | 


Mr. CUTHBERT replied in a few words. | 


197 


to judge whether their laws are adapted | which may be deemed necessary, and which is | After some explanatory sneniinats edie Mr. 


GRUNDY, 

‘Mr. EWING accepted the amendment, and it 
was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed to strike out the 


' provision of whe bill, which prohibits the Postmas- 


ter General from granting any more extra com- 
pensation than shall amount to double the amount 
of postages received on the route, and to insert in 
lieu thereof, a provision that the expenditures for 
the transportation of the mail shall not exceed the 
revenues of the department. 

After some remarks in support of the amend- 
mentby Mr.GRUNDY, it was opposed by Messrs. 
EWING, BIBB, and SOUTHARD. 

Mr. PORTER also objected to the amendment, 
but as it required some further consideration, and 
it was now late, he moved an adjournment; which 
was agreed to; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wepnespay, February 4, 1835. 


Petitions and memorials were presented, on 
leave, by Messrs. PLUMMER, JACKSON, of 
Connecticut, EWING, SEVIER, and BANKS; 

| which were appropriately referred. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the Com- 


mittee of Claims, made a report in the case of 
John Smith, concluding with a resolution referring 
the same to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported a bill further to extend 
the time allowed for the execution of the articles 

_of the commission for carrying into effect the 
treaty with France; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. CHINN, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill to extend the 
charter of the Bank of Alexandria; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. LAY, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions, reported a bill to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to appoint an additional agent for 
paying pensioners in the State of Indiana; which 
was read twice. 

| Mr. LAY moved that the bill be ordered to be 
engrossed. 

Mr. LANE suggested that an arrangement was 
about being made, whereby the State Bank of In- 

| diana, and its ten branches would act as the agents 
of the Government in the payment of pensioners. 
If so, the passage of the bill would be unnecessary. 
He moved to postpone the bill until to-morrow, 
in order that the House might act understandingly 
on the subject. 

The postponement was opposed by Messrs. 
LAY, KINNARD, and EWING, and advocated 
'by Messrs. LANE and WARDWELL. The 

motion prevailed—yeas 65, nays 63. 

Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, reported a bill to authorize the Secretary of 
the Navy to cause to be constructed a steam 
plough ship; which was read twice and com- 

| mitted. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill to change the time of hold- 
ing the district gourts of the United States for the 
western district of Virginia, holden at Clarks- 
burg; which waggread twice and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the same committee, re- 
ported, without amendment, the bill from the Sen- 
ate for the relief of David Thomas; which was 
/committed.  - 

Mr. HARPER, of New Hampshire, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reported a bill for the 
relief of Gilbert A. Smith and others; which was 
| read twice and committed. 

Mr. LOVE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, gave notice that the committee would move 
the House on Tuesday next to take up the bill to 
establish the western territory. 


RESOLUTIONS OFFERED. 


Mr. DICKINSON offered the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies one day: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required 
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to communicate to this House the amount of 
money expended in each State of the Union, for 
foruficauions, from the year 1816 up to this times 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Obio, offered the following | | 


resolution, which, under the rale, lies one day : 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required 
to report to this [Louse what has been the amount 
of contingent expenses for superintending the Cum- 
berland road, in the State of Ohio, for each year 
since ite commencement, west of the Ohio river, 
including clerk hire, office rent, furniture, books, 
stationery, engineering, travelling expenses of offi- 
cers, the purchase of horses and carriages, the 
amount of commission (if any) for paying out the 
public moneys; what sums of money have been 
paid for work actually done within each year, 


distinguishing what was done by contract, from | 


what was done by day labor. 
On motion of Mr. LEA, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 


and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a mail route from Cal- 
houn, in the county of McMinn, in the State of 
‘Tesnessee, passing by Richard Taylor’s and John 
Brown’s; thence down the Chatooga river and 
valley, crossing said river near a Camp-ground; 
thence crossing Coosa river at Nesbett’s Ferry; 
thence crossing ‘lerrapin creek at Adams’s Ford; 


and thence by Jacksonville, to Talladega Court- | 


Liouse, in the State of Alabama. 


On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 


Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expedi- || 
ency of establishing an agency for the payment 
of pensions at Buffalo, in the State of New York. | 


On motion of Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary | 


Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 


ency of providing by law for the establishment of | 


an agency for the payment of pensions at Salem, 
North Carolina. 

On motion of Mr. FOSTER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 


and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the | 


expediency of establishing the following post 
routes in the State of Georgia: 
From Clarksville by Mount Jonah and Louds- 


ville to Blairsville, Union county; from Cum- | 
ming’s, Forsyth county, to the Court-House in | 
Cherokee county; from McDonough by Decatur | 


to Cherokee Court-House; from Campbellton by 


Marietta, Cherokee Court-House, Aurora, and | 
Dahlonega, to Blairsville; from Villa Ria, Car- || 


roll county, by Paulding Court-House, head of 


Coosa, and Walker Court-House, to Rossville; | 
from Capsville by Pine Log and Coosa Water to | 
Elligay, Gilmer county; from Murray county to | | 


W alker Court-House; from Dublin by Court Hiil, 


Monizgomery county, to Jacksonville, Telfair | 
county; and from Sandersville by Dublin to Hop- | 


kinsviile; and that said committee further inquire 


into the expediency of establishing a mail route | 


from Hamilton by way of Greensville to Newnan, 
to be carried three times a week in two-horse 
stages. 


On motion of Mr. CASEY, 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from 
Mount Carmel to Maysville, in [linois. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee of 
Claims, reperted the followingsresolution; which 
lies one day on the table: 

Resolved, That the order of the House of the 
31st January, 1835, discharging the Committee of 
Claims from the further consideration of the pe- 
tition of James Taylor, of Kentucky, and that 
leave be given to withdraw thesame, be rescinded. 


On motion of Mr. HARPER, of New Hamp- 
shire, the House proceeded to the consideration of 
the orders of the day and the business upon the 
Speaker’s table. 


TheSPLAKER laid before the Housea Report | Mr. E. EVERETT suggested that subjects of 


from the Commissioners of the Sinking Fund; 

which, on motion of Mr. HUBBARD, was re- 

ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
SENATE BILLS. 


The following bills from the Senate were read 
twice and committed: 
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"A bill supplementary to the act authorizing the | 


| citizens of Louisiana to enter their back lands; 

A bill for the relief of David McCord; ™ 

A bill for the relief of Christopher T. Baily. 
FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. 

A bill from the Senate to provide satisfaction for 
the claims of certain American citizens on account 
of spoliations committed by the French prior to 
1800, was read the first time. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, remarked that this 
, was a bill involving considerations of the highest 

moment to the nation. It proposed an appropria- 
tion of $5,000,000 out of the public Treasury, 
upon grounds of at least a doubtful nature, ata 
| time, too, when, if all the other demands and ap- 
| propriations were satisfied, there would not bea 
single dollar in the Treasury. He had had occa- 
sion to make some examination of these claims. 
Fle was satisfied that they rested on no just 
foundation. 
come before the House for discussion, he thought 
he could demonstrate the impropriety of paying 
them. 
State were interested in these claims, yet, from 
the advanced period of the session, he hoped the 
House would not be troubled with the investiga- 
tion of the subject at the present. 
moved to lay the bill on the table. 
Mr. SPEIGHT hoped the gentleman would 
| withdraw the motion, and let the bill take the 
|| usual course. 
|| The SPEAKER said that the motion must be 
to reject the bill. The motion to lay it on the 
table was not at present in order. 
| Some conversation took place between the 


|| der, when Mr. MANN varied his motion, in ac- 
cordance with the foregoing suggestions of the 
Chair. 

Mr. SPEIGHT said his simple purpose in de- 


that the bill might be permitted to go toa commit- 
tee, as was usual. e did not know whether he 
should eventually vote for the bill; he wanted 
light on the subject. He represented a district 
which was interested to a considerable extent in 
| these claims. If called upon to vote on the ques- 
|, tion at this time, he should vote against the re- 
jection of the bill. If upon a full investigation, 
the claims should be found to be just and proper 
to be paid by the Government, he would favor 
|| them, without any reference to what might be the 
state of the Treasury. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG agreed with the gentle- 
'| man last up, that it was entirely proper that this 
|| bill should take the usual course ; and he hoped 
that his colleague would withdraw his motion. 

The bill involved great and important princi- 
ples. _ He did not believe that either a committee 
or the House would have time to act thoroughly 


| was practicable at present. 
| might ascertain what documents were necessary 
| points involved in the bill, some of which might 
| be investigated at this time. He tgerefore hoped 


|| that the motion of his colleague, if not withdrawn, | 


‘| would not prevail. 
|| Mr. MANN said he was not much conversant 
| with the rules of proceeding in this House. He 
| thought it possible that the Chair was in error in 
| the decision just made. He had supposed it in 
| order at any time to move to lay a proposition on 


| 


| the table. 
|| gentlemen, who seemed desirous that this bill 
| should take the usual course, he would withdraw 
|| his motion, and should, at the proper time, move 
|, to commit the bill to the Committee of Ways and 
|| Means. 
| The bill was then read a second time. 

Mr. MANN moved to refer it to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG proposed the Committee 


on Foreign Relations. 





|| @ similar character were always referred to the 

|| Committee on Foreign Relations. The day be- 
| fore yesterday, a claim of a similar nature had 
| been sent to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
| He hoped the present bill would be committed to 
‘ that committce. 


If the subject should ever hereafter | 


Although many of the ciuzens of his own | a : . 
‘| belong to the Committee on Foreign Relations; 


He therefore | 


SPEAKER and Mr. POLK, on the point of or- | 


siring that the motion should be withdrawn was, | 


on the subject during the present session; but he | 
|| was willing to give to it all the investigation which | 
The committee | 


to be printed. There werea variety of important || 


February 4, 
Mr. BURGES remarked that it seemed to him 
_hardly a question to which committee the subject 


should be referred. In his opinion it embraced 


|| nothing coming within the high duties of the Com- 


| mitteeof Waysand Means, at least not at present. 
When the subject should be passed upon, if it 

ever should be, then it might; but in its present 
condition the question was one relating to treaties, 
national laws, and foreign intercourse, and its 
proper reference, therefore, would be to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. GILLET remarked that the question in- 
volved in this bill rendered it proper, in his opin- 
ion, that it should go to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. The claims were founded upon docu- 
ments, and the proper construction of these docu- 
ments was the appropriate function of a legal 
committee. He therefore moved to commit the 
| bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FILLMORE said, as this was a claim upon 
| the Government, it shoald go to the Committee of 
Claims. It was clearly no claim upon a foreign 
Government, and consequently the subject did not 


nor was it a judicial question. He read the rule 
_on the subject, and concluded by moving to com- 
mit the bill to the Committee of Claims. 

_ Mr. ARCHER thought it a waste of the pre- 
| cious time of the House in a discussion of this 
/sort. Every subject of a similar character had 
| uniformly been committed to the Commitiee on 
Foreign Relations. He was apprehensive that 
| the bill could not be acted on at the present ses- 
|, sion; but he repeated that the subject properly 
|, belonged to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
‘and he hoped it would be at once referred to that 
| committee for investigation. 

Mr. McKIM asked to be excused from voting 
|| on the question on account of an indirect interest 
‘| in the subject; which was agreed to. 
| Mr. MANN, of New York, said the most mate- 
| rial part of the subject related to money. If the 
'| bill was to become a law, it should go to the Com- 
|| mittee of Waysand Means, in order that the ways 
|, and means of raising the necessary funds might 
| be inquired into. ‘The question was one which 
| did not in the least involve the foreign relations of 
‘the country. It wasone eminently proper for the 
consideration of the Committee of Ways and 
|| Means. Mr. M. concluded by asking the yeas 
/and nays upon the question of committing the bill 
‘| to the Comuiittes of Ways and Means. 

The House refused to order the yeas and nays. 
|. Mr. VANDERPOEL said there could be no 
|| doubt that the most appropriate committee to 
|| which this bill could be referred, was the Com- 
| mittee on Foreign Affairs. His colleague (Mr. 
|| Mann] had observed that it was only or mainly 
a question of money, a matter about dollars; but 
|| it was more than this. It involved the question 
| whether the faith of the nation was either expressly 
or impliedly pledged for the payment of these 
claims. If pledged, how? Why, sir, by reason 
|| of certain results and liabilities springing from our 
relations with a foreign Government. The ques- 
|| tion, then, now to be determined was eT: or 
|| no liability; after that was determined, it would be 


|| time enough to institute an inquiry into the ways 
'| and means of satisfying the obligation, if any 
|| should be adjudged to exist. Then the legitimate 
|| functions of the Committee of Ways and Means 
could be invoked; but now it was a question 
whether, according to the laws of nations, and our 
|| past relations with France, this nation was respon- 





| ' 
| 


However, under the solicitation of || sible to its citizens. 


| [Mr. V. here read the 57th rule of the House, 
| to show that this subject-matter did not come 
within the duties of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, as there prescribed .} 

He said that when he came to act finally upon 
this subject, it was more than probable that he 
would be found on the side of his colleague, [Mr. 
Mawnn,] for he had paid some attention to the 
subject, and was inclined to the opinion that the 
United States were not legally or equitably liable 
to these claimants; but this could not preclude him 
|| from voting for now giving the bill such a direc- 
|| tion as he believed the rules of the House and 
|| the nature of the subject required. me 
|| The question was then put upon committing 
| the bill to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
" and lost—yeas 26, nays 119. 


| 
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on Foreign Relations. 
PUBLIC DEPOSITES. 


Mr. POLK, pursuant to notice given, some 
days since, moved to suspend all the previous or- 
ders of the day for the purpose of proceeding to 
the consideration of the bill regulating the depos- 
ites of the public moneys in the local banks, and 
several other bills in relation to the Bank of the 
United States, &c. 

Mr. McKiM demanded the yeas and nays on 
the motion; which were ordered, and were—yeas 
90, nays 111. 

So the House refused to postpone the orders for 
this purpose. : 

Mr. POLK regarded the measures to which he 
had referred as vitally important to the fiscal op- 
erations of the Government. He therefore gave 
notice that he would, on Tuesday next, make a 
motion similar to the one which had just failed, 
and he wished gentlemen to determine at that 


time whether or not they would be disposed to | 


act on these subjects at the present session. 


CITY OF ALEXANDRIA. 


The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
motion to reconsider the vote rejecting the bill for 
the relief of the city of Alexandria. 

Mr. HARDIN said he had given his sentiments 
on this subject at length when it was last up, but 


he wished to say a few words in addition. One | 


argument used was, that this was a debt due to the 
city of Alexandria; if it was, let it be examined by 
the Committee of Claims, and whether it amount- 
ed to one dollar or a million, he was willing it 
should be paid. He denied, however, that it was 
adebt. Alexandria had no claim. The cession 


made by Virginia had never been claimed back | 
by her, and she would consider it an insult to be || 


toldso. Butagain. What had the United States 


done in Virginia? 


land road which ran through that State. Was 
that all? No. Congress had given at one time 
$100,000 to the city of Alexandria, at another 
$20,000, and at another $12,000; and had more- 


over purchased out the shares in the Long Bridge, | 


and made it toll-free—thereby opening three mar- 
kets for the State of Virginia, instead of one. Here 
was an outlay of $300,000; and still the Govern- 
ment was in debt! 


never knew a debt so hard to pay before. It.was 


true that no State in the Union had been more | 


liberal than Virginia; but she had received much 
in return. She, however, was too high minded to 
make any claim. It was said we owed a large 
debt to the District. This was not the fact. How 
much had the District been benefited 
tion of the seat of Government there? 


To improve their own property, and to provide 
for the police. 


of dollars. 


bought back again. 


money were made. 
let us off at six millions? 


District one cent. 


Mr. H. then referred to the aqueduct, upon 
which $70,000 had been alteady expended, and no 
one seemed to know how much had been done. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Bares] 
said that the abutments had been erected on one 
side; but Mr. H. was at a loss to know what the 
He went and examined the 
work himself, and a dam or embankment, he was 
informed, had been made, at an expense of some | 
six or seven thousand dollars; and when he was 
He | 
had had the river measured.g~t Georgetown, and 
found it fifteen hundred feet wide—the embank- 
ment being five hundred feet, left a clear channel 


gentleman meant. 


there, a large part of it had been destroyed. 
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The bill was then committed to the Committee of one thousand feet, according to the showing of | 


Expended upwards of half a | 
million of dollars on that part ot the Cumber-| 


Great God! (said Mr. H.,) he | 


by the loca- | 
The people 
complained of taxes; but for what were they laid? 


And had we not improved it? 
Yes, at an expense of thousands upon thousands | 
Even the very walks had been done 
at Uncle Sam’s expense. The streets of the city 
of Washington had been paved and improved by 
Congress at an expense of $130,000. The lots 
between the famous river Tiber and the City Hall | 
had been first given to the Corporation, and then 
$160,000 had been given for | 
the canal, and $150,000 for the lots, making in all | 
about $500,000; and still we owed them a debt, a 
heavy debt; and stiil further applications for | 
He would ask, would they 
Mr. H. was certain 
we owed neither the city of Alexandria nor the 


199 
told, no longer ago than yesterday, that we hed 
| 80 far forgotien these people, that they were still 

governed by their old musty laws derived from 
| Virginia, though that State had now modelled her 
| own code? 

But let him ask, was it fair to talk about what 
| had been done tor the District of Columbia on 
the occasion of an application by the people of 
Alexandria? It was true that three bridges had 


|| the gentleman from Virginia, |Mr. Mercer,] who 
| addressed the House on the subject some days 


0. 
“ear. MERCER explained. 

Mr. HARDIN said he had probably misunder- 
|| stood the gentleman—besides he knew we were 
|| mot accountable here for a speech delivered a 
|} month ago. We have the right to plead the act 
|| of limitation upon it. He contended that the || been constructed, but were they for them alone? 
|| aqueduct would require eleven piers, and if the | No. They were for the accommodation of the 
length of the aqueduct shall prove to be twelve || whole Union, to facilitate the transportation of the 
‘| or fourteen hundred feet, it wiil require more; for || mail, and were as beneficial to the people gener- 
|| he did not believe it practicable to make the span | ally as to the inhabitants of this District. Mr.S. 
|| of each one hundred feet. Mr. H. said this wooden | said, the able and eloquent advocacy of this meas- 
| aqueduct could not last more than six or seven ure by the delegation of the Old Dominion, re- 
|| years, subjected as it was to the action of air and | flected honor upon the State, and showed they 
‘| water, and in proof of this, appealed to the expe- | appreciated the condition of the city of Alexan- 
|| rience of gentlemen in the construction of mills, | dria. Supposing such an obstruction in the navi- 
|&c. He said he was opposed to the expenditure || gation of a river as that which had blocked up the 
_ of another dollar on these works. He considered || channel of the Potomac, had occurred in one of 
| the million already expended on the Chesapeake | the States, would the people have been without 

and Ohio canal as lost, as likewise the $100,000 || redress? ‘They would not. But we were told that 
|| already appropriated to the aqueduct. He had || there was no occasion for this work; and by whom 
| opposed, and while he held a seat on that floor, || are we told so? By the people of Alexandria? No. 
| he would continue to oppose, the whole scheme |; By the people of Washington or Georgetown, who 
|| of the Chesapeake and Ohio canal. He opposed || might be supposed interesied in keeping it down? 
|| these appropriations on other considerations. He || No. Had any one coversant with the subject told 
| did not believe the Government ever received fair | us so? No. On the contrary, all concurred in its 
| return in labor bestowed. The money was too expediency. Surely, no one would pretend that 
'| apt to stick to the fingers of those intrusted with | the citizens of Alexandria asked for this appropri- 
| its expenditure. The macadamizing of Pennsyl- || ation merely that the money might be squandered 
vania avenue cost $100,000, while it should have | among them; for they have almost emvarked all 
been done for $20,000. He asked how genilemen | their means in its success, in the expectation that 
would face their constituents with the tale that | the work would be brought to their town. Would 
they had voted this $100,000 to construct a canal | any one think them fools enough to have em- 
| alongside of the finest river in our country? Mr. barked their money on the scheme, unless they 
| H. concluded by saying he had done what he | had been Jed to expect they should reap some 
deemed to do hisduty. This he would always | benefit from it? They have done all in their power, 
endeavor to do while he retained that respon- |, and they now come to us, as the people of Vir- 
sible station; and when he retired from it, and was || ginia would go to their Legislature, or those of his 
| again placed on one of those western hills, where | own State to Harrisburg, and ask for aid in com- 
the eye glances over the vast and fertile regions |, pleting the work. It was their only place of ap- 
of the great valley of the Mississippi, he could | peal. Mr. 5S. said he trusted, looking upon that 
cast a look to the eastward and exclaim with the || House as the peculiar guardian and representative 
dying Christian, ‘ Farewell—farewell! vain | body of this District, that they would throw aside 
world! I’m going home!”’ their prejudices; and as the Constitution had placed 

Mr. TURRILL opposed the reconsideration of || it under their peculiar care, they would regard it 
the bill. as they would their jndividual States, and act 
| Mr. SUTHERLAND said, notwithstanding upon this measure calmly and dispassionately. 
| what had been said by the gentleman from Ken- He hoped the motion to reconsider would pre- 

tucky, (Mr. Harpry,] he considered himself a || vail. 
|| representative of the people of the District of Co- Mr. CHINN replied at considerable length to 
lumbia, and also the Representative of the people |, Mr. Elarpin; and asked if it was fair, in a ques- 
of the first congressional district of Pennsylvania, | tion of that kind, to array the honest prejudices of 
| in the vote he intended to give in favor of this | the House against the bill, and to quote the ex- 
| bill. When the cession of these ten miles square | penditures upon the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, 
|| was made to the General Government, it was upon this bridge or that bridge, this work or that work, 
| a full and fair understanding, that the cities therein | in which the people of Alexandria felt no more in- 
| would have some one to take care of them in Con- | terest, nor had any more voice than the gentieman 
gress. If Alexandria could to-morrow go back || himseif. The gentleman also, in the course of his 
to Virginia, how soon would she start from her | remarks, seemed to advocate what he considered 
|| present condition? Before she was ceded to this || the proper dignity and honor of the State of Vir- 
Government, she had golden prospects before her; || ginia, and said that asking for this appropriation 
‘| but what has been the result? Those prospects || was offering an insult to her. Mr. C. hoped he 
| ruined, blighted, he had almost said, blasted. |; would be the last to do anything tending to affect 
| But, said the gentleman from Kentucky, when we || either her honor, her dignity, or her character. 
go back to our constituents, and tell them we have || Mr. C. then entered into a general defence of the 
voted away so much of their money, what will || merits of the proposition, and referred to sundry 
they say? This camehome. We could say what | estimates and surveys, and the opinions of emi- 
we pleased in favor of an appropriation in which | nent engineers, upon the expediency of the Alex- 
our constituents were interested, but these Alex-  andria canal, together with those of the stock- 
andria people have no one in Virginia to take care | holders of the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, and the 
of them. If they look to the great State of Vir- || Corporations of Washington and Georgetown. 
| ginia, engaged in carrying out national improve- | Mr. C. also read a table of the expenses already 
| ments, and make their appeal there, they are told || incurred, the works completed, and the probable 
| they do not belong to the State; if they come here, | cost of those in progress; showing that the whole 
| they are unrepresented. Where then were they | could be completed for the amount now asked. 


| 
! 


| 
} 
| 


| 


| 


| to look? They could not, as the people of Penn- || Mr. CROCKETT said he thought it time that 
| sylvania or New York might, look to their State || this debate should be arrested. ‘The House was 
| Legislature, for they had none; and when she |, within four weeks of the termination of the ses- 

came to that House, their only resource, they |, sion, and many important bills were pressing for 
were to be sneered, as it were, from the door. || consideration, which had been postponed, from 
| Mr. S. was not afraid of telling his constituents, || time to time, to hear gentlemen make speeches. 
| 


t} 
if 


| when he went home, if they should ask him, how || Look back to last session, and it would be seen 
|| he had voted upon this question, and that he re- || that seven months were almost entirely consumed 
garded the people of these ten miles square as__ in long speeches. He should therefore move the 
| though they had a right to call upon usto legislate || previous question. 


especially for them. The people of Alexandria || The ca!l was sustained—ayes 128, noes not 
counted. 


had no other legislature than that House, and if || 
that House refused to listen to their appeal, they } The main question was then ordered to be put, 
' without a count, and 


had no other resource leftthem. Had we not been 
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« Mr. BYNUM called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question on the reconsideration of the bill 
was then pul; and decided as follows—yeas 93, 
nays 104. 

YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Heman 
Allen, John J. Alle ., Anthony, Banks, Barber, 
Barni'z, Bates, Baylies, Beale, Binney, Bouldin, 
Briggs, Burd, Burges, Chambers, Cage, Chinn, 
William Clork, Clay, Coulter, Crane, Crockett, 
Darlington, Davenport, Denny, Evans, Edward 
Everett, tlorace Everett, Ewing, Ferris, Fill- 
more, ‘mrland, Gholson, Gorham, 
Hiland Hall, Hannegah, Hard, Heath, Hiester, 
Huntington, William Jackson, Edward Jackson, 
Richard M. Johnson, Henry Johnson, King, 
Lane, Laporte, Lincoln, Love, Lucas, Lytle, 
Martindale, Marshall, Mardis, John Y. Mason, 
McComas, McKennan, McKim, Mercer, Miller, 
Milligan, Miner, Morgan, Murphy, Patton, Dutee 
J. Pearce, Pope, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Rencher, 
William B. Shepard, Slade, Sloane, Spangler, 
Stewart, Stoddert, Sutherland, Francis Thomas, 
Philemon Thomas, Turner, Tweedy, Vance, 
Vinton, Watmough, Frederick Whittlesey, Elisha 
Whittlesey, Wilde, Wilson, Wise, Young—93. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Adame, Chilton Allan, 
William Allen, Barringer, Bean, Beaumont, 
Bockee, Brown, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, Cambre- 
leng, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chilton, 


Claiborne, Samuel Clark, Clayton, eee 


Coffee, Cramer, Amos Davis, Day, Dickson, Dick- 
inson, Dunlan, Felder, Philo C. Fuller, William 
K. Fuller, Fulton, Galbraith, Gamble, Gillet, 
Gordon, Graham, Grayson, Griffin, Joseph Hall, 
Thomas H. Hal!, Halsey, Hardin, Joseph M. 
Harper, James Harper, Harrison, Hathaway, 
Hawkins, Hazeltine, Henderson, Howell, Hub- 
bard, Inte, Jarvis, William Cost Johnson, Noa- 
diah Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kavanagh, Kil- 
gore, Kinnard, Lansing, Lea, Lee,Letcher,Loyall, 
Lyon, Moses Mason, jr., May, McCarty, Me- 
Kay, McLene, McVean, Henry Mitchell, Robert 
Mitchell, Moore, Muhlenberg, Osgood, Parks, 
Parker, Patterson, Peyton, Franklin Pierce, Pier- 
son, Pinckney, Plummer, Polk, Reynolds, Rob- 
ertson, Schenck, Augustus [. Shepperd, Shinn, 
Smith, Speight, Standifer, Steele, William P. 


poel, Van Houten, Wagener, Wardwell, White, 
W illiams—105. 

So the House refused to reconsider the bill, and 
it is therefore finally rejected by this Congress. 

Mr. WATMOUGIHIL made an ineffectual at- 
tempt to call up the Navy bill; but a motion to 
adjourn prevailed—ayes 87, noes 70. 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuvrspay, February 5, 1835. 


On motion of Mt. WAGGAMAN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the resolution 
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Grennell, | 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of appro- 


priating the sum of $862 81] for the payment of the 
valance due to Valentine Geisey, late superintend- 
ent of the Cumberland road, for arrearages of his 
salary. 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Library Committee, 
to which was referred a resolution on the subject, 
reported a joint resolution authorizing the pur- 
chase of the remaining copies.of Waterston’s 
Tabular Views of the United States; which was 
read the first time, and ordered to a second read- 
ing. 

The following resolutions, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. CLAY, were taken up, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be directed to inquire into the expediency of making 


further provision by law, to enable Indians or | 


tribes, to whose use and occupancy lands are 
secured by treaties concluded between them and 
the United States, to defend and maintain their 


rights to such lands in the courts of the United | 


States, in accordance with the laws and Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs | 


be directed to inquire into the expediency of 
making further provisions by law for setting apart 
a district of country west of the Mississippi river, 
for such of the Cherokee nation as may be dis- 
posed to emigrate and occupy the same, and for 
securing in perpetuity the peaceful and undis- 
turbed enjoyment thereof to the emigrants and 
their descendants. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. WAGGA- 


MAN that the Committee on Manufactures be | 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of further 
providing by law against the evasions of the taritf 
on refined and other sugars, and another submit- 
ted by Mr. PORTER for an inquiry by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce into the expediency of estab- 


lishing a light-house at the Bayou Si. John, were | 


severally considered and adopted. 
On motion of Mr. PRESTON, the Senate pro- 


_ ceeded to the consideration of the joint resolution 


authorizing the purchase of certain pictures now 
in this city, for the President’s House. 

Mr. HILL objected to the bill, as involving an 
unnecessary expenditure, and moved to lay the 


on : a , a. same on the table; which was not agreed to. 
Taylor, Thomson, Tompkins, Turrill, Vander- || . as 


The question being on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading, Mr. HILL asked 


| for the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 


| serted in the bill at ail. 


submitted by him, for the appointment of a select | 


committee to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a branch of the United States Mint at New 
Orleans. 

On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the resolution 
was amended so as to add to it ** and also another 


somewhere in the gold region of the South At- | 


5° 


lantic States. 
The resolution, as amended, was then agreed to; 

and, on motion of Mr. WAGGAMAN, the com- 

mittee was ordered to consist of five members. 


Mr. CUTHBERT made some remarks in sup- 
port of the bill, and thought the purchase of those 
ornamental pictures were worthy the expenditure, 


| and would be subjects of just pride to the nation, 


and he would be glad to see the honorable mem- 
ber from New Hampshire yield his opposition to 
the biil. 

Mr. POINDEXTER moved to fill the blank left 
for the appropriation with ** any sum not exceed- 
ing $40,000.’ 

Mr. PORTER objected to any sum being in- 
He thought if the pic- 

tures were worthy of being purchased, it was 
much better to leave the price entirely at the dis- 
cretion of the President. 

Mr. PRESTON observed that the value affixed 
to them was about $48,000. He thought the sum 
suggested was quite sufficient, and he had no ob- 
jection to it. 


Mr. POINDEXTER said he had examined 


| these pictures, and $40,000, it was thought, would 


The Senate having balloted for the committee, |! 


it appeared that Messrs. WAGGAMAN, KING, 
of Georgia, BENTON, CALHOUN, and MAN- 
GUM, were appointed. 

Petitions of a private nature were presented by 
Mr. TIPTON and Mr. TYLER. 

Mr. McKEAN presented a memorial from mer- 
chants and other entizens of Philadelphia, praying 
an appropriation to improve the harbor at New 
Castle. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. BUCHANAN submitted the following 
resolution; which, on his motion, was considered 


and adopted: 


cover the entire cost; for some of them ought not, 
and he believed would not be purchased. 

Mr. LEIGH also was opposed to inserting the 
sum; he would prefer leaving it to the President’s 


| discretion. 


The motion to insert was agreed to. 


The question on the engrossment of the bill | 


was decided in the negative by a vote of—yeus 20, 


nays 22; as follows: 

’EAS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Cuthbert, Ew- 
ing, Goldsborough, King of Alabama, Leigh, 
Linn, McKean, Mangum, Poindexter, Porter, 
Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Silsbee, Smith, Tall- 
madge, Waggaman, Wright—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Clay, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hen- 
dricks, Hill, Kane, Kent, King of Georgia, Knight, 


| Morris, Naudain, Prentiss, Shepley, Swift, Tip- | 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Finance be || ton, Tomlinson, ‘Tyler, White—22. 
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The bill from the House of Representatives to 
grant letters-patent to Francie B. Ogden; and 

The bill authorizing certain papers in the De. 
partment of State to be delivered to the Sécretary 
of War, to be used in making allowances ‘of pen- 
sions, were severally read the second time and 
referred. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported the bill for the relief of the 
judges of Michigan Territory, with an opinion of 
the committee unfavorable to its passage. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported unfavorably upon the pe- 
titions of William Stringer and John B. Toulmin. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Judiciary Commit- 
| tee, to which was referred the bill from the House 
authorizing letters-patent to be granted to James 
Jones, reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
_ sions, made an unfavorable report upon the peti- 
|| tion of Moses Haskins. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the bill from the 
House making appropriations for the naval ser- 

| vice for the year 1835, reported the same without 
amendment. 

Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Lem- 
uel Tanner, assignee of Pierre Dufresne; which 
was read the first time and ordered to a second 

|| reading. 
REORGANIZATION OF THE POST OFFICE 


DEPARTMENT. 

On motion of Mr. EWING, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the bill changing the organi- 
zation of the General Post Office, as in Committee 
| of the Whole. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. GRUNDY, 
| to strike out the provision, ** that no increase of 

compensation shall be allowed to more than double 

the nett amount of postages received on the route,”’ 
| being still under consideration, 

Mr. EWING further opposed the amendment, 
| and said, when it was in order, if the amendment 

proposed should be rejected, as Le hoped it would, 
'he intended to follow up the principle embraced 

'in that part of the bill, by offering a further 
| amendment, that there should be no increase of 
|, compensation on any route which was in existence 
| more than ten years. 

| . Mr. GRUNDY declined discussing the propo- 
| sition, because he saw plainly that it was not to 
| be adopted. The great evils now complained of 
| were improvident extra allowances. The bill re- 
|| quired the Postmaster General to report to Con- 
|, gress within ten days from the commencement of 
|| every session, what allowances he had maie, the 
|, reasons for them, and the services for which they 
| had been allowed, which he thought were suffi- 
|| cient guards against the evils complained of, or 
|, any others to be apprehended. The limitation to 
| double the amount of postages on the route was 
| very uncertain, and in case anything should hap- 
| pen to obstruct the progress of the mail on any 
| route, if there was no discretion left to the Post- 
| master General to send on the mail, it would have 
| to lie until by the regular recurrence of the mail 
|| it could be carried on. One thing should be ob- 
| served, that as much security and certainty should 
be given to the contractor as possible, and then 
| he would have a greater inducement to make a 
| low bid. He did not differ from the gentleman 
| from Ohio upon the principle, but he did not 
| think the machine would operate advantageously 
|| without some discretion being left in the Post- 
|| master General on this subject. 

Mr. PORTER was opposed to granting any 
extra allowances whatever, and had prepared, last 
| night, an amendment embracing his views, but he 
had pera to the solicitations of his friends, 

and would not now press it, but he thought the 

inconveniences which the public would sustain 
| by taking away this unlimited power, would not 
| a so great as granting extra compensation in any 
| shape. 

Mr. EWING said that the law before was as 
| imperative and explicit as to the amount of ser- 
|| vices which was to be performed, as the present 
4 proposition, and it was disregarded, and should 
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